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AGENDA 
Historic Landmarks Commission Meeting 
Thursday, June 10, 2021 
9:00 a.m. 


Call to Order 


Roll Call 


A. 


. Approval of the Minutes 


. New Business 


Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00015, submitted by 
Ephraim Goodman, Goodman Develop LLC, applicant, on behalf of Thomas W. 
Dana, III Revocable Trust, property owner for new construction at property located 
at 120 Franklin Street. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, 
Block A, Parcel 211, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business 
District zoning district, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-000017, submitted by 
Brandon Clements, applicant and property owner, for exterior and site alterations 
at property located at 120 Linden Avenue. The property is further identified as 
Zoning Map 34G17, Block A, Parcel 274*275, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned 
RM, Residential Medium Density zoning district, and HC, Historic Conservation 
Overlay District. 


Old Business 


A. 


Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00010, submitted by 


Charles D. Parr, applicant, on behalf of James E. McCrary, Suffolk Christian 
Church, property owner, for exterior material alterations to property located at 216 
N. Main St. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block A, 
Parcel 77, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business district, and 
HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


Staff Reports 


1. Enforcement Updates 


a. 
b. 


Property Maintenance 
Zoning 


2. Administrative Approvals 


Adjournment 


MINUTES 
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION 
May 13, 2021 
9:00 A.M. 


The regular meeting of the Historic Landmarks Commission was held on Thursday, May 13, 2021, at 9:00 
a.m., in the Council Chambers of Suffolk City Hall, 442 W. Washington Street, Suffolk, Virginia, with 
the following persons present: 


MEMBERS PRESENT: STAFF: 

George Bailey Alexis Bailey 

William Bissell Grace Braziel, Planner II 

Mary Austin Darden Susan Dillard, Property Maintenance Official 
Merritt Draper Melvion Knight, Assistant Zoning Administrator 
Oliver Hobbs Catina Myrick, Administrative Analyst 

Edward King Marion Riddick, Planning Technician 

Larry Riddick 


Vivian Turner 


The meeting was called to order by Chairman Hobbs. The roll was called by Catina Myrick, and the 
Chairman was informed that a quorum was present. 


APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES: The minutes of the previous meeting were approved as presented. 
NEW BUSINESS: 


The public hearing item was introduced by Chairman Hobbs, followed by a staff report from Grace 
Braziel, Planner II. The subject property is located at 112 Wellons Street, at the corner of Wellons Street 
and Jackson Street. The property is part of the West End Historic District of the Suffolk Historic 
Conservation Overlay District. The property is zoned RM, Residential Medium Density Zoning District 
and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. The subject property is an undeveloped lot and as such 
is not listed in the National Register of Historic Places. 


Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00009, submitted by Jason D. Weeks, Weeks 
Construction, applicant and property owner, for new construction at property located at 112 Wellons 
St. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G17, Block A, Parcel 204, Suffolk Voting 
Borough, zoned RM, Residential Medium zoning district, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay 
District. 


The applicant is proposing to construct a two-story residential structure at 112 Wellons Street with a 
driveway located at the rear of the residential structure that will have access onto Jackson Street. The 
residential structure is proposed to be constructed on a raised slab with a brick skirt and rowlock 24” above 
finished grade. There shall be two steps that lead up to the front porch and rear porch to consist of brick. 
The siding of the residential structure shall consist of 6 2” single beaded white vinyl siding. The main 
roof and the porch roof shall consist of architectural shingles in a charcoal color. The total of eight (8) 
windows and three (3) sets of double mulled windows shall be four-over-four vinyl clad wood in the color 
black. The front door on the west elevation shall be a 36”X 80” craftsman style fiberglass door with a 
quarter lite with four glass panels with a grid. The rear door on the east elevation of the structure shall be 
a 36”X 80” fiberglass door with a three-quarter lite door with four glass panels with a grid. The front and 
rear porch shall utilize 6” square fiberglass columns with cap and base trim to consist of the color white. 
Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends approval of HLC2021-00009 with the 
conditions noted in the staff report. 


The public hearing was open. Mr. Jason Weeks, the owner of the subject property, spoke in favor of the 
application. He states that he has tried to meet the criteria and the requirements associated with being in 
the Historic District. 


Ms. Saunders who lives at 110 Wellons Street spoke in opposition of the application. She is concerned 
with the size of the lot and whether it will accommodate the house. 


Mr. Weeks was able to address the concerns of Ms. Saunders. He explains that several months ago, he 
went through the Board of Zoning Appeals where the issues were addressed, and a reduction of the 
setbacks for the frontage on Jackson Street was approved. 


There were no other speakers for or in opposition of the application. The public hearing was closed. 


The Commissioner had a question for Mr. Weeks who was able to mount the podium again to speak on 
the timeframe of the submission of the paperwork. Setbacks were briefly discussed. Chairman Hobbs 
reiterated that setbacks were not a part of their authority to question, only the design aspect of the new 
construction should be the basis for the vote. 


Ms. Melvion Knight, Assistant Zoning Administrator, was able to give clarification concerning the 
setbacks in the RM, Residential Medium Density Zoning District. 


A motion was made by Commissioner Riddick to accept the recommendation of staff and to approve the 
application. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Draper and approved by a recorded vote of 6-2. 


Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00012, submitted by Joseph Webb, Sr., 
Nansemond Investors Inc., property owner, for exterior and site alterations to property located at 453 W. 
Washington St. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G17, Block 5, Parcel B and Zoning 
Map 34G17, Block A, Parcel 242, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business District, and 
HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


The property is in the West End Historic District. The subject property is within the Central Business 
District zoning district and comprised of two parcels, one with the Nansemond Insurance Building and 
the other with a parking lot, both under the same ownership. The building is a contributing structure, 
circa 1955, that represents the New Dominion Style architecture. 


The applicant is specifically requesting a black aluminum privacy fence. The privacy fence will start at 
the southeast corner of the building as a 6-foot-tall fence at Wellons Street with a gated entrance. The 
fence will continue along the subject area’s property line until it joins the property line with 457 W. 
Washington Street, where it will run for approximately 125 feet. At that point, the fence will drop to 4 
feet, until it terminates at W. Washington St. 


The fence will use Ideal’s Maine style fence. The gate on Wellons Street will be a walk gate style fence, 
sized to allow vehicle ingress and egress. Within the conditions, the fence will use the residential or 
parkway dimensions. Additionally, the gate will not be permitted to block the sidewalk or impede 
pedestrians using the sidewalk. 


Staff has no issues with the information provided. Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff 
recommends approval for Certificate of Appropriateness, HLC2021-00012 with the conditions noted in 
the staff report. 


The public hearing was open. Mr. Webb, the owner of 453 W. Washington Street, spoke in favor of the 
application. Due to a break-in to one of the storage buildings in the back of the property, Mr. Webb 
believes that there is a need for security. He says that the property is used as a cut through, and there is 
a lot of foot traffic through the property. 


There were no other speakers in favor or in opposition of the application, therefore, the public hearing 
was closed to the public. 


A motion was made by Commissioner Draper to approve the fence. The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Turner and approved by a vote of 8-0. 


OLD BUSINESS: 


Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00010, submitted by Charles D. Parr, 
applicant, on behalf of James E. McCrary, Suffolk Christian Church, property owner, for exterior 
material alterations to property located at 216 N. Main St. The property is further identified as Zoning 
Map 34G18, Block A, Parcel 77, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business District, and 
HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


The public hearing item was introduced by Chairman Hobbs, followed by an overview from the last 
meeting by Grace Braziel, Planner II. The request is to replace a terra cotta entryway roof with copper 
metal shingles with a slate texture finish and a standing seam copper metal roof at property located at 
216 N, Main St. The subject property features a religious structure known as the Suffolk Christian 
Church and according to the National Register of Historic Places, the subject property, constructed circa 
1890, is a contributing structure to the original Suffolk District of the Suffolk Historic Conservation 
Overlay District. The property is zoned CBD, Central Business District. The majority of this area 
consists of commercial and religious structures constructed in the late 1800’s to early 1900’s. 


This body on April 8, 2021, reviewed the applicant’s request to replace the existing terra cotta roof on 
the slope portion of the entryway with copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish and to 
install a standing seam copper metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof. At the said meeting, 
this body voted 8-0 on April 8, 2021, to table this request to the next meeting that is scheduled for today, 
May 13, 2021, to allow the applicant time to consider an alternative roofing material. Staff has received 
additional information from the applicant. The additional information provided includes an alternative 
roofing option in addition to the copper shingles with a slate tile finish and standing seam copper metal 
roof. The applicant continues to request to install a copper standing seam metal roof. The applicant is 
also proposing that the previously requested copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish be the 
first option to replace the existing terra cotta roof. The second option that is proposed is to replace the 
existing entryway roof with the standing seam copper metal roof. The third option is to replace the roof 
with a synthetic slate roof in the color of midnight gray. 


Staff has evaluated the certificate of appropriateness request to replace the terra cotta roof with a copper 
shingle roof with a slate textured finish and a standing seam copper roof based on the Historic District 
Design Guidelines for roof preservation and replacement. As such, staff recommends the existing roof 
should be repaired or replaced with similar terra cotta tiles and any missing tiles should also be replaced 
with the terra cotta tiles to match the original. Based on these finding of facts, staff continues the denial 
for Certificate of Appropriateness, HLC2021-00010. 


A discussion was opened, and Mr. Charles Parr, a member of the House of Worship Committee at the 
Suffolk Christian Church, spoke on behalf of the church. He researched alternative materials but feels 
comfortable with one of the three options presented. 


The Commissioners discussed the alternatives and feel that the terra cotta tiles should be replaced with 
like materials. 


A motion was made by Commissioner Darden to support staffs recommendation to deny the 
application. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Draper by a vote of 4-4. 


Mr. Ben Chaney with Suffolk Roofing Specialist briefly spoke on whether or not the terra cotta material 
could be replaced. Mr. Chaney says that it is possible to have the tiles made, but there are issues with 
whether or not they will match the existing terra cotta. 


The synthetic slate was the church’s third choice. 


A motion was made by Commissioner Riddick to accept the third option which is to allow the slate tile 
roof on the front and the raised standing seam copper metal on the top. The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner King with a vote of 4-4. 


A motion was made by Commissioner King to table the application for another month. The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Bailey with a vote of 8-0. 


STAFF REPORTS: 


Enforcement Update: 
Susan Dillard, Acting Property Maintenance Official, reported on the following properties: 


e 342 N. Main Street — Currently in court, and the owner was given a continuous for progress or to 
comply with the violations. 

e 179 E. Washington Street — Previously been in court, and they were fined; reissuance of new notice 
was sent to owners. 

e 130 S. Saratoga Street — Extensive damage due to hurricane; Conditional Use Application is in 
progress for mixed use. 

e 135 S. Saratoga Street - Ongoing repairs to structure and permits were issued 

e 239 W. Washington Street — Hurricane damage to structure; the windows were damaged. Owner is 
hoping to have the repairs made by the end of May. 

e 219 W. Washington Street — Hurricane extensive damage, property has a pending sale. 

e 251-253 W. Washington Street — Property Maintenance Violations; repairs are pending. The owner 
hopes to have the repairs completed by the end of May. 


Zoning Update: 
Jennifer Cobb, Acting Zoning Administrator, reported on the following properties: 


e 128 Brewer Avenue — Working without a Certificate of Appropriateness 
e 129 Brewer Avenue — Working without a Certificate of Appropriateness 
e 111 Linden Avenue — Stop work order issued on 10-23-20 


Administrative Approvals: 
Alexis Baker, Principal Planner, reported the following administrative COAs approved since the last HLC 


meeting: 


e 521 W. Washington Street — New Sign 
e 1188S. Broad Street — Replace 3-tab roof with architectural shingles 


There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 
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CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Alexis Baker, AICP, Principal Planner 
Date: June 10, 2021 
Subject: Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00015, submitted by 


Ephraim Goodman, Goodman Develop LLC, applicant, on behalf of Thomas W. 
Dana, III Revocable Trust, property owner, for new construction at property located 
at 120 Franklin Street. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, 
Block A, Parcel 211, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business 
District zoning district, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area 


The subject property is a vacant lot located at 120 Franklin Street. This property is part of the 
original Suffolk Historic District, historically known as “New Town,” of the Suffolk Historic 
Conservation Overlay District and is located in the Central Business District zoning district. The 
original Suffolk Historic District, at the time of its listing in 1987, had 234 contributing structures, 
showing evidence of Suffolk’s late 19th and early 20" century development. 


Franklin Street, in particular, has a variety of architectural styles associated with a period of 
unprecedented growth in “New Town”. The majority of buildings in the vicinity of the subject 


property were built in the late 19th and early 20" centuries and include Classical Revival, Queen 
Anne, Italianate, and Second Empire style architecture. 


Case History 


No recent history was found. 
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Public Notice 


This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth 
in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of 
the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice, containing a copy of the staff report, was also 
provided to the applicant on June 4, 2021. 


Proposed Actions 


The applicant’s request includes the following actions: 


1. Construct a two-story single family dwelling, located at 120 Franklin Street. The 
residential structure will have a raised slab parge block foundation, approximately 24” 
high, with a 20” high brick porch with one step on the front elevation. 


e The siding is proposed to be 8.25” wide cement fiber siding (HardiePlank Lap), 
painted Roycroft Pewter Gray (SW 2848) or a similar color, with the gabled end 
trimmed in white and clad in white vinyl cedar shake siding. 

e The windows are proposed to be all six-over-six white simulated divided light vinyl 
clad wood windows. Five (5) 36” x 60” windows are proposed on the front facade, 
three (3) on the right side elevation with a doubled mulled window, four (4) on the 
rear elevation, and two (2) on the left side elevation along with one (1) 24” x 36” 
window. 

e All trim is proposed to be white. 

e Four front columns are proposed to be 6” square cellular PVC wrapped columns in 
HB&G’s Chesapeake style with a square base and an Ashbury Newel Cap, painted 
white. 

e The front door is proposed to be a fiberglass six-panel door with sidelights, painted 
Roycroft Copper Red (SW 2839). 

e The back door is proposed to be a white two-panel fiberglass door with six divided 
lights. 

e The shingles are proposed to be architectural shingles in charcoal gray. 


2. Install a concrete driveway, approximately nine (9) feet wide and 33 feet in length, to the 
side of the structure, to provide access and off-street parking. 


Condition Statement 


A condition statement was not submitted for this request. 


Surrounding Characteristics 


A detailed description of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below. 


117 Franklin St.— City Parking Lot 
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118 Franklin St. — Vacant 


122 Franklin St. — Vacant 


128 Franklin St. — Contributing Classical Revival church, circa 1920. The Trinity Christian 
Church has a stretcher bond brick veneer, a standing seam gable roof with a central front 
gable and a neo-classical portico with tall stone Tuscan columns, full entablature and a 
pediment with details. The church also has pilasters and semicircular arched windows on 
the side elevations. A large neo-classical two story addition is at the rear of the building. 


137 Bank St.— Contributing Second Empire dwelling, circa 1880. This dwelling is a three 
stories with six asymmetrical bays and stucco siding. It has a concave mansard roof and a 
Second Empire roof. It was one four Second Empire homes on Bank Street at its listing in 
1987. 


219 Bank St. — Contributing Queen Anne Victorian dwelling, circa 1890. This two story, 
wood frame home is composed of three asymmetrical bays, a cross gable roof, a Queen 
Anne style porch with turned supports, fishscale shingles in the gable ends, and decorative 
rafter ends and eave braces. 


120 Commerce St. — City Parking Lot 


121 Pinner St. — Contributing Vernacular dwelling, circa 1880. This two story wood frame 
home is composed of two asymmetrical bays, a gable roof, a vernacular porch with Tuscan 
columns, and cornice brackets and returns. 


Site Modifications 


As noted above, the applicant is requesting to construct a residential structure on the subject property, 
facing Franklin Street. The residential structure is proposed to be constructed on a raised parge block 
slab foundation, 24” above finished grade. A porch, 20” in height, on the front elevation will have one 
step and four white 6” square white cellular PVC wrapped columns. The main gable roof and the front 
porch roof is proposed to be constructed with charcoal colored architectural shingles. The first floor 
on the front elevation is proposed to have two (2) 36” x 60” six-over-six simulated divided light vinyl 
clad wood windows with a six panel fiberglass door with two side lights, painted Roycroft Copper Red 
or a similar color. The second floor on the front elevation will have three (3) 36” x 60” six-over-six 
white vinyl clad wood windows. 


The right side elevation is proposed to have three (3) 36” x 60” six-over-six windows and a double 
mulled vinyl clad wood window, all white. The left side elevation will have two white (2) 36”x 60” 
six-over-six vinyl clad windows and one (1) white 24: x 36” six-over-six window. The rear elevation 
will have four (4) white 36” x 60” white vinyl clad wood windows and a white fiberglass back door 
with two panels and six divided lights. One step, less than 24” high, will lead into the back door. 


The entire home is proposed to be clad in 8.25” wide cement fiber, HardiePlank Lap, siding, painted 
Roycroft Pewter Gray or similar color. The gable front is proposed to have white vinyl cedar shake 
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siding. All trim will be white. A concrete driveway is proposed to be installed from an existing apron, 
on the right side of the front elevation, facing Franklin Street. 


Applicable Regulations 


A. Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) 


Section 31-413(g)(7), Approval of Major Action by the HLC 


(ii) Construction of a new main building at any location or a new accessory building 
on a lot adjacent to a designated landmark. 


B. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines 


1. 


Chapter 5 — Residential Building Considerations, Section D. Off Street Parking and 
Driveways. Most of the residential buildings in the historic district have driveways on 
the side of the house. Several dwellings that have been converted to apartment buildings 
have rear parking lots. Typically, driveways should be located such that they align with 
the side yard of the property and extend at least 20 feet past the front of the house. For 
properties with large lots and larger residences, loop driveways may be acceptable if they 
follow historic precedents. 


Areas serving as parking areas should, to the maximum extent possible, be located only at 
the sides and rear of the lot. Parking lots are not permitted in front of residential 
buildings. Where parking lots are located in a side yard, screen fencing should be 
installed to visually screen the parking area from adjacent residences and public rights-of- 
way. 


In terms of paving, driveways should have a traditional appearance, based on historic 
paving materials used for residential settings, such as river gravel, rotten rock, exposed 
aggregate concrete, colored concrete, brick, concrete pavers in a brick or cobble style, or 
other traditional paving type. Asphalt paving should be restricted to parking lots only. 


Chapter 7 — New Construction, Section A. Background. New infill construction in the Historic 
Conservation Overlay District should contribute to and emphasize the characteristics that 
define the district's uniqueness. To this end, the following guidelines are intended to ensure 
that new construction compliments and does not distract from the district's historic character 
and features. 


Chapter 7 — New Construction, Section B. Creativity. In order not to stifle creativity, the 
guidelines are not meant to be overly specific, dictate certain designs, or encourage the copying 
or mimicking of particular historic style(s). Rather, they are intended to allow for the 
recognition of individual taste and promote design creativity. This is accomplished through a 
framework which allows architectural freedom and interpretation while ensuring the 
compatibility of the new structure with its historic surroundings. 
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4. Chapter 7 — New Construction, Section C. Guidance for New Construction. All the criteria 
contained in this Chapter need not be met in every new residential or mercantile building 
constructed. Rather, the applicable criterion should be taken into consideration during the 
design process. For example, when studying the character of an area, examine the forms of 
historic contributing buildings and avoid taking design clues from non-contributing structures. 


5. Chapter 7— New Construction, Section D. General Application. 


Architectural Details: designs that use historic details successfully. One extreme is to 
simply copy the complete design of a historic building and the other is to "paste on" 
historic details on a modern unadorned design. Neither solution is appropriate for 
designing architecture that relates to its historic context and yet has the appearance of 
a contemporary building. Most successful new buildings take their clues from historic 
images and reintroduce and reinterpret these traditional decorative elements within a 
contemporary context. 

Windows: Maintain the ratio of solids (walls) and voids (windows and doors) of new 
buildings which relates to and is compatible with adjacent historic facades. Maintain 
the rhythm and placement of windows on the facades of new buildings which relate to 
neighboring historic buildings. Similarly, maintain a compatible proportion of window 
openings, or the relationship between height and width. Maintain the articulation of 
openings which relate to similar historic building types. Frames are to be recessed in 
masonry openings and raised frames to be used on wood buildings. New windows are 
not to be flush with the wall surface. New windows may be constructed of painted 
wood, metal clad or vinyl clad. Unfinished or anodized aluminum is not permitted. 
Doors: Ensure that new doors are compatible with and relate to the door styles found 
in the historic district. 

Columns/Pilasters: Columns/Pilasters that are part of a new in-fill building are to relate 
to the architectural style proposed for the new building as well as the style, size, and 
character of adjacent historic buildings. If the new building is a church, the new design 
of columns and pilasters should be similar in size and proportion to typical historic 
churches. 

Materials and Textures: Select materials and textures for a new building which are 
compatible with and complement neighboring buildings. In this regard, wood is 
recommended for use in new construction on elements such as windows, cornices, 
porch trim, and all other decorative features. Metal decoration such as cornices can 
still be manufactured and considered for use in new construction. The duplication of 
historic details to the point where new construction is not distinguishable from old is 
not recommended. 

Setbacks: Setbacks are a requirement which ensure that new construction is 
appropriately set back from the property line. Ensure that setbacks and spacing of any 
new building relates to the character of the historic buildings in the immediate area. 
Massing and Building Footprint: The overall form or massing of a new building must 
relate to the organization and relative size of its sections or components. In general, 
use forms that relate to those of existing historic buildings on the street. If there are no 
buildings for reference on the street, relate the new structure to other examples of the 
historic building types found within the Historic Conservation Overlay District. 
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h. 


Building Form: A new building’s form or shape can be simple (a box) or complex (a 
combination of many boxes or boxes with projections or indentations). The level of 
complexity relates directly to the style or type of building. 

Color: The selection and use of colors for a new building should be coordinated and 
compatible with adjacent buildings. It is also to be consistent with the historical color 
choices found on similarly-styled buildings in the Historic Conservation Overlay 
District. 

Foundation: Distinguish the foundation from the rest of the new structure through the 
use of different materials, patterns, or textures which respect traditional designs and 
materials common to the historic district. In addition, respect the height, contrast of 
materials, and textures found on the foundations of surrounding historic buildings. 


6. Chapter 7— New Construction, Section E. Residential Guidelines. 


a. 


Form: New residential construction should be designed to be similar in form to the 
majority of residential forms in the surrounding area. To this end, ensure that new 
residential construction relates in massing and footprint of the majority of surrounding 
historic residences. 

Directional Expression: Given its size, height and width, ensure that new residential 
construction is designed with a directional expression which is similar to other houses 
within the neighborhood. This directional expression should be consistent in the design 
of each story of the house. 

Height and Width: residence can either contribute to or be in conflict with an historic 
area. Height and width create scale or the relationship between the size of a building 
and the size of a person. For residential zoning districts the height is limited to that 
permitted within the respective district. For non-residential zoning districts, limit the 
height of new residential buildings to be no higher than 120 percent of the prevailing 
average height for the block. Ensure that additional stories are hidden under dormered 
roofs or stepped back and not be visible from the street. Reinforce the human scale of 
the historic district by including elements such as porches, entrances, and decorative 
features which provide scale and detail at the ground level. 

Setbacks: Generally, the main facade of a proposed new residence should not project 
beyond the setback of the main facades of adjacent existing residences. For front yard 
setbacks, historic residential buildings are usually setback from the property line. An 
infill project proposed between two residential properties will follow the same setback 
as the adjacent residential buildings. Residential buildings historically had side-yard 
setbacks. These side-yard setbacks were normally consistent and formed a rhythm 
from house-to-house. New residential buildings will have a side-yard setback to 
separate them from adjacent buildings and where possible maintain the facade 
rhythm of the neighborhood. Rear-yard setbacks should follow the underlying zoning 
as outlined in the UDO. 

Foundations: In the design of new residential construction, utilize a traditional 
foundation with materials common to the historic district. Match the typical foundation 
heights found on adjacent buildings. 

Siding: In order to strengthen the traditional image of the historic residential areas, 
brick, stucco, and wood siding are the most appropriate materials for new residences. 
If wood siding is not used, then fiber-cement siding is the preferred alternative. Vinyl 


HLC2021-00015 
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siding that is a minimum of six (6) inches in width and beaded will be considered on 
an individual basis. 

g. Windows: Historic residential buildings have a higher ratio of wall-to-window than do 
commercial buildings. Most residential windows have a vertical proportion. However, 
these individual vertical windows may be grouped in such a way as to form a composite 
window that has a horizontal proportion. 

h. Roofs: Roof forms for new residential buildings can vary. Generally, they are pitched 
and not flat. With this in mind, roofs need to reflect the steeper pitch of an older 
dwelling rather than the shallow pitch of new tract houses. Most importantly, roofs 
need to relate to neighboring historic buildings in type, level of complexity, and 
materials. Traditional roofing material such as standing seam metal are preferred over 
asphalt shingles but are not required. 

i. Porches: Include porches in new residential construction if porches are a common 
feature of surrounding historic dwellings. When constructed, porches need to reflect 
the size, height, and materials of porches of existing historic buildings along the street. 


C. The Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 
1. The Secretary of the Interior Standards, which are included in Appendix A of the 
Historic Guidelines, states that new additions, exterior alterations, or related new 
construction shall not destroy historic materials that characterize the property. The new 
work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, 
size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and 
its environment. 


Staff Analysis 


The applicant is requesting to construct a new two-story single family dwelling at 120 Franklin 
Street. The new construction is compatible with the character of the area in material, color, size, 
style and location and complies with the Design Guidelines and the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation, while creatively interpreting and incorporating various architectural 
styles from the neighborhood into its design. While the subject property is between two vacant 
lots, fronting on Franklin Street, the applicant evaluated the styles present in “New Town,” 
particularly in respect to those in the immediate vicinity of the proposed new construction 
dwelling, such as 116 Franklin Street, built in in 1882 and the oldest Italianate-style house on the 
street, the Classical Revival style Trinity Christian Church, and the various Queen Anne and 
Second Empire style homes. The foundation height, square columns, and six-over-six simulated 
divided light windows and front door and sidelights were designed to reflect the character and 
rhythm of the neighborhood. While the foundation is proposed to be parge block, the applicant 
also proposed a brick front porch, which will span the width of the front elevation, to mirror the 
brick foundations and porches at 114 and 112 Franklin Street. The proposed white vinyl cedar 
shake siding on the gable end, trimmed in white, reflects the applicant’s interpretation of the details 
in Queen Anne Victorian gable ends and the pediments in Classical Revival architecture. The 
proposed 8.25” fiber cement siding is an appropriate material for the District as an alternative to 
wood. Additionally, while standing seam roofs are preferred over asphalt roofs, architectural 
shingles are a material acceptable for new construction and are a material often used on new 
construction throughout the District. Finally, the proposed concrete driveway is appropriate for 
the area as it will be constructed to the side of the proposed dwelling and will extend from an 


HLC2021-00015 


June 10, 2021 
Page 8 


existing concrete apron. 


Summary and Recommendations 


Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends approval for Certificate of 
Appropriateness, HLC2021-00015, with the conditions noted below. 


1. Construct a two-story single family dwelling, located at 120 Franklin Street. The 
residential structure shall have a raised slab parge block foundation, approximately 24” 
high, with a 20” high brick porch with one step on the front elevation. 


The siding shall be 8.25” wide cement fiber siding (HardiePlank Lap), painted 
Roycroft Pewter Gray (SW 2848) or a similar color, with the gabled end, trimmed 
in white and clad in white vinyl cedar shake siding. 

The windows shall be all six-over-six white simulated divided light vinyl clad wood 
windows. Five (5) 36” x 60” windows shall be on the front facade, three (3) on the 
right side elevation with a doubled mulled window, four (4) on the rear elevation, 
and two (2) on the left side elevation along with one (1) 24” x 36” window. 

All trim shall be to be white. 

Four front columns shall be 6” square cellular PVC wrapped columns in HB&G’s 
Chesapeake style with a square base and an Ashbury Newel Cap, painted white. 
The front door shall be a fiberglass six-panel door with sidelights, painted Roycroft 
Copper Red (SW 2839) or a similar color. 

The back door shall be a white fiberglass door with two panels and six divided 
lights. 

The shingles shall be architectural shingles in charcoal gray. 


2. A concrete driveway, approximately nine (9) feet wide and 33 feet in length, shall be 
installed to the side of the structure. 


3. Any additional improvements shall require a separate Certificate of Appropriateness. 


4. All required building and zoning permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk. 
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ZA Approved Parcels selection 
SuffolkGIS.DBO.Building_Footprints 

| om | Suffolk Historic & Cultural Conservation Overlay 

National Register Historic Districts 


DISTRICT 
ORIGINAL SUFFOLK DISTRICT (1987) 
NORTH MAIN STREET DISTRICT EXTENSION (1998) 
EAST WASHINGTON STREET DISTRICT (2002) 
WEST END DISTRICT (2004) 
____ WEST END DISTRICT EXPANSION (2004) 
SUFFOLK DISTRICT EXPANSION (2004) 
CEDAR HILL DISTRICT (2006) 


Disclaimer. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK MAKES NO WARRANTY, 
REPRESENTATION, OR GUARENTREE OF ANY KIND 
REGARDING EITHER ANY MAPS OR OTHER INFORMATION 
PROVIDED HEREIN OR THE SOURCES OF SUCH MAPS OR 
OTHER INFORMATION. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK SPECIFICALLY 
DISCLAIMS ALL REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES, 
EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING, WITHOUT 
LIMITATION, THE IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF 
MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR 
PURPOSE. 
The City of Suffolk assumes no liability either for any errors, 
ommisions, or inaccuracies in the information provided regardless of 
the cause of such or for any decision madem action taken, or 
action not taken by the user in reliance upon any maps or 
information provided herein. 


Parcel and Zoning information has been developed to provide a 
graphic representation of the Real Estate Property Tax Maps. The 
boundaries of any parcel may have been adjusted to provide a 

more visually pleasing presentation. User should refer to intrument 
of transfer (deed or plat) for legal boundary location and perimeter or 


area measurments. 


Aerial photography captured March 1999. Alimited area of the City 
was reflown in March of 2001. The most up-to-date photography 
available was used to capture planimetric information. 
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NOTES: 
7.) HOUSE DIMENSIONS SHOWN HEREON WERE PROVIDED BY THE BUILDER. R. L. GALLOWAY SURVEYING ASSUMES THE 
DIMENSIONS AND LOCATION ARE BOTH APPROVED BY THE BUILDER/OWNER. 


2.) A TITLE REPORT WAS NOT PROVIDED, THEREFORE ALL EASEMENTS AND RESTRICTIONS WHICH PERTAIN TO THIS LOT MAY 
NOT BE DEPICTED BY THIS PLAN. 


9.) THIS MAP [S NOT INTENDED 70 REPRESENT A BOUNDARY SURVEY, PROPERTY SHOWN HEREON WAS TAKEN FROM MAP 
OF RECORD. 


4.) THIS LOT APPEARS T0 BE LOCATED IN FLOOD ZONE 'X', AS SHOWN ON FEMA sited INSURANCE MAP NO. 510156-0227EF 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 08/08/2016. 
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FRANKLIN STREET SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 


GOODMAN DEVELOP 
ae SCALE: 1°=20'’ MAY 25, 2021 
; TRL. GALLOWAY 


PLACE STD, CONST ENT SURVEYVING/PLANNING 


Rei aaa — 4908 FENNELL LANE 
TO MEET CITY STANDARDS SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23435 
TOTAL DISTURBANCE=2,800 SF 20’ 0 10° 20’ PH: (757) 394-1995 
IMPERVIOUS CALCS 


LOT AREA=6,750.00 SF www.rlgallowaysurveying.com 

DWELLING=1,288.00 SF 

CONCRETE=261.00 SF ae ay FEET 
IMPERVIOUS= 1,549.00/22.95% = 20’ 
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ATTENTION: EXTERIOR REQUIREMENTS: 


* WINDOW & DOOR SIZES AND DIMENSIONS ARE PROVIDED 
ON THE PLANS 

* ALL SIDING SHALL BE 

HARDIE BOARD (SN 2848 Roycratt Pewter Gray) 

* ALL COLUMNS SHALL BE 6" SQ. OR TAPPERED 
AND WRAPPED OR COMPOSITE 

* ALL WINDOWS AND CORNERS SHALL HAVE 4" 
WIDE TRIM 

* ALL DOORS SHALL HAVE 6" WIDE TRIM 

* ALL WINDOWS SHALL BE NOOD OR COMPOSITE W/ 
6 OVER 6 GRIDS 
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VINYL CEDAR SHAKE 
SIDING (White) 


WINDOW 

(+6'-8") ABV. FF. HARDIE BOARD 
4" CORNERS ¢ — (SW 2848 Roycroft Pewter Gray) 
WINDOW TRIM 
(White) 


ASPHALT 
ARCH, SHAKE 
(Charchol-Black) 


NINDOW & DOOR 
(+6'-8") ABV. FF. 


6" DOOR TRIM 


HARDIE BOARD 
(SW 2848 Roycroft Pewter Gray 


COMPOSITE COL. 


FRONT DOOR 
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Cooper Red) 
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BRICK PORCH 


FRONT ELEVATION 


Siding 


HardiePlank Lap Siding 


PRIMED FOR PAINT 


James Hardie’s primed for paint collection gives you the power to choose paint for your 
home's exterior. It's primed. It's ready for field painting. It's a durable, high-performance 
canvas. 


AVAILABLE SIZES 
THICKNESS: 0.312" 
LENGTH: 144" boards 
WIDTHS: 6.25” 
EXPOSURES: 5" 
7.25" 
6" 


Warranty Information > 
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Siding Color 


GABLE ROOF DETAIL 


HOME / SIDING / PRODUCTS / CEDAR IMPRESSIONS® DOUBLE 7" STRAIGHT E... 
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PRODUCTS AVAILABLE NEAR ZIP CODE: 
ENTER ZIP CODE 
PLEASE ENTER YOUR ZIP CODE TO VIEW PRODUCTS 
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CEDAR 
IMPRESSIONS* 
DOUBLE 7” 
STRAIGHT EDGE 
ROUGH-SPLIT 
SHAKES 


nality Plus 


® = Askan Expert 


If variety is the spice of life, Cedar Impressions® Double 7” Straight Edge Rough-Split Shakes is the 
perfect siding to spice up a home's exterior design. With a texture as random and beautiful as real 
cedar shakes, this is a style that finds its appeal in a constantly changing diversity of woodgrain 


patterns. 


The Double 7” Straight Edge Rough-Split Shakes are equally at home on Victorian, contemporary or 
traditional home styles, in combination with stone and other materials, or as a whole house 
application. Its straight edge profile design offers a gentle counterpoint to the rugged, textural 


variety of the panel face, combining to create an exterior with real personality. 


Double 7” Straight Edge Rough-Split Shakes Offer: 


Patented PanelThermometer ™ for precise installation 

TrueTexture ™ finish Designed and tested to withstand hurricane force winds 
Made of injection molded, durable polymer 

1" Panel Projection 

.125" Thick 

Molded Perimeter Lock ™ helps create a virtually seamless appearance 
Virtually maintenance free, never needs painting 


Lifetime limited warranty 


PRODUCT OVERVIEW 
- Cedar Impressions® Brochure 
- Cedar Impressions® Pro Brochure 


- Finishing Touches Brochure 


- No Place Like Home Brochure 
(More Info) 


TECHNICAL SPECS 


- Cedar Impressions® Specifications 

- 3-Part Spec Sheet - PDF 

- Cedar Impressions ICC Approval 

- CCMC Evaluation Report 13508R 
(More Info) 


INSTALLATION 


- Vinyl Siding and Polymer Shakes Installation Manual 
(More Info) 


WARRANTY 


Cedar Impressions® Warranty 


® Askan Expert 


Doors 


Example of Sidelights for door. Sidelights will be painted same color as door. No 
transom. 


See Door Sample 
(Next Page) 


Masonite. HD Steel 2 Panel Square / sn es0s8-004 Tan ; 


Masonite’s door collections deliver the ultimate in privacy and security in exterior doors. 
Our panel doors also feature an insulated inner core that helps reduce energy costs. Choose 
from a wide array of panel designs and sizes in both steel and fiberglass to find the perfect 


solution for any exterior application—from the front entryway to the back door. 


DOOR COLLECTIONS 


BELLEVILLE. SMOOTH FIBERGLASS 


BLS 
Smooth 
Fiberglass 


BLS-25T BLS-2ST BLS-2RO BLS-2R0 


BLS-4NE 


Refer to chart on previous page for full availability. / Belleville. smooth doors shown painted beige. 


Fro Dent 


6'3" 


BMT 
BFT 
BLT 
BLS 
MHD 
SHD 
MUS 


6'8" 


6'8" 


BMT 


BFT 
BLT 
BLS 
MHD 
SHD 
MUS 


8'0”" 


BMT 
BFT 
BLT 
BLS 
MHD 
SHD 
MUS 


Please specify door height when ordering. 
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WINDOWS & DOORS 


SOLD BY: SOLD TO: QUOTE DATE 
Kempsville Building Materials 6/2/2021 
Chesapeake 
601 Tallmadge Rd 
Kent, OH 44240-7331 
Fax: 888-702-5221 
Abbreviated Quote Report - Customer Pricing 
QUOTE NAME PROJECT NAME QUOTE NUMBER CUSTOMER PO# TRADE ID 
GOODMAN - 200 SERIES SDL GOODMAN - 200 SERIES 846569 811976 
SDL 
ORDER NOTES: 
DELIVERY NOTES: 
——] Item Qty Operation Location Unit Price Ext. Price 
eo 100 15 AA None Assigned $622.39 $9,335.85 
58 RO Size = 36" x 60" Unit Size = 35 1/2" x 59 1/2" 
| JA 244DH3050, Unit, 200 Series Tilt-Wash Double-Hung, Equal Sash, 3 1/4" Frame Depth, White Exterior Frame, White Exterior 
mr Sash/Panel, Pine w/White - Painted Interior Frame, Pine w/White - Painted Interior Sash/Panel, AA, Dual Pane Low-E Standard 
57| Argon Fill Simulated Divided Light (SDL) 3 Wide, 2 High, Specified Equal Light Pattern, White, Pine w/White, 3/4" Grille Bar, White 


(Factory Applied) 
—_ Wrapping: 4 9/16" Interior Extension Jamb Pine / White - Painted Standard Complete Unit Extension Jambs, Factory Applied 


Unit# U-Factor SHGC Clear Opening/Unit # Width Height Area (Sq. Ft) Comments: 
Al 0.29 0.29 Al 32.5600 26.9500 6.09000 
Quote #: 846569 Print Date: 6/2/2021 12:01:03 PM UTC Page 1 of 3 


All Images Viewed from Exterior 


Abbreviated Quote Report - Customer Pricing 


QUOTE NAME PROJECT NAME QUOTE NUMBER CUSTOMER PO# TRADE ID 
GOODMAN - 200 SERIES SDL GOODMAN - 200 SERIES 846569 811976 
SDL 
ORDER NOTES: 
DELIVERY NOTES: 
] Item Qty Operation Location Unit Price Ext. Price 
—/e— 200 1 AA None Assigned $408.13 $408.13 
38 RO Size = 24" x 36" Unit Size = 23 1/2" x 35 1/2" 


| 244DH2030, Unit, 200 Series Tilt-Wash Double-Hung, Equal Sash, 3 1/4" Frame Depth, White Exterior Frame, White Exterior 

| a Sash/Panel, Pine w/White - Painted Interior Frame, Pine w/White - Painted Interior Sash/Panel, AA, Dual Pane Low-E Standard 
—— Argon Fill Simulated Divided Light (SDL) 2 Wide, 2 High, Specified Equal Light Pattern, White, Pine w/White, 3/4" Grille Bar, White 
235 4 (Factory Applied) 

faa ' Wrapping: 4 9/16" Interior Extension Jamb Pine / White - Painted Standard Complete Unit Extension Jambs, Factory Applied 


Unit# U-Factor SHGC Clear Opening/Unit # Width Height Area (Sq. Ft) Comments: 

Al 0.29 0.29 Al 20.5600 14.9500 2.14000 
SUB-TOTAL: $9,743.98 
FREIGHT: $0.00 
LABOR: $0.00 
TAX: $584.64 
TOTAL: $10,328.62 

CUSTOMER SIGNATURE DATE 
Quote #: 846569 Print Date: 6/2/2021 12:01:03 PM UTC 


Page 2 of 3 
All Images Viewed from Exterior 


: Column Wrap - Insect Proof 


Transform a treated post into a finished 
column in minutes with PermaSnap™. 
PermaSnap™ column wrap’s patented 
snap design permits easy installation 

by one person. It can also be used as a 
newel post wrap. 


vP aparirrilke 


tf J PermaSnap™ Column Wrap 
Technical Specifications 


Product Column Wrap 
Description Will Fit 


4" x 4" x 10'-0" 4" x 4" Post 
6" x6" x 8'-6" 6" x 6" Post 
6" x 6" x 10'-0" 6" x 6" Post 
8" x8" x 8'-6" 8" x 8" Post 
8" x 8" x 10'-0" 8" x 8" Post 
10" x 10" x 8'-6" 10" x 10" Post 
10" x 10" x 10'-0" 10" x 10" Post 


*There may be a variance of up to 1/4" in all dimensions. 


PermaSnap™ 
Accessories Sizes Available 
Bed Mould Trim Kit* 4, 6, 8, and 10" 
Hampton Trim Kit 4, 6, 8, and 10" 
Chesapeake Trim Kit 4, 6, 8, and 10" 
3 Bed Mould XL 4,6, 8, and 10" 
su Neck Mould 4, 6, 8, and 10" 
Se Charleston Newel Cap 4" 


XS Bed Mould* Hampton Chesapeake ashbury Newel Cap 6" ) 
NOTE: Follow cPVC painting instrdttions on page25. | *Bed Mould Trim Kit is needed for both ends 


NOTE: Accessories sold separately. 


«Glue sold separately 
*See Warranty 


25 


Neck 
Mould 


- Low Maintenance 
- Made from cPVC 
- Easy Installation 


Charleston 4" Newel Cap 


~~ 
=r 
Wilmington 4" Newel Cap 


en mTaTe i 
™ 
- 25 Year Limited W. ty* 


PRODUCT INFORMATION SHEET 
Timberline® Natural Shadow® 
Shingles 


Value & Performance In A Natural Wood-Shake Look 


PRODUCT INFORMATION 


Roof 


10/26/2015 


® 


"Protect your home with Timberline® Shingles — North America's #1-selling shingles!" 


Timberline® Natural Shadow® Shingles Provide These Unique Benefits: 


Great Value... Architecturally stylish but 
practically priced—with a Lifetime Itd. 
warranty. ' 

Attractive Appearance... Features a 
classic shadow effect. Lends any home a 
subtle, even-toned look with the warmth of 
wood. 

Highest Fire Rating ... Class A fire rating 
from Underwriters Laboratories. 

High Performance... Designed with 
Advanced Protection® Shingle Technology, 
which reduces the use of natural resources 


while providing excellent protection for your 
home (visit gaf.com/aps to learn more). 
Stays In Place... Dura Grip” Adhesive 
seals each shingle tightly and reduces the 
risk of shingle blow-off. Shingles warranted 
to withstand winds up to 130 mph!? 

Peace Of Mind... Lifetime Itd. transferable 
warranty with Smart Choice® Protection 
(non-prorated material and installation labor 
coverage) for the first ten years. ' 

Perfect Finishing Touch... Use 
Timbertex® Premium Ridge Cap Shingles or 
Ridglass® Premium Ridge Cap Shingles.° 


'See GAF Shingle & Accessory Ltd. Warranty for complete coverage and restrictions. The word “Lifetime” refers to the length of coverage provided by 
the GAF Shingle & Accessory Ltd. Warranty and means as long as the original individual owner(s) of a single-family detached residence [or the second 
owner(s) in certain circumstances] owns the property where the shingles are installed. For owners/structures not meeting the above criteria, Lifetime 
coverage is not applicable. 
’This wind speed coverage requires special installation; see GAF Shingle & Accessory Ltd. Warranty for details. 
5These products are not available in all areas. See www.gaf.com/ridgecapavailability for details. 


COLORS/AVAILABILITY 


e COLORS: Arctic White, Barkwood, Birchwood, 
Shakewood, Slate, Weathered Wood 


Graco two, Hickory, Hunter Green, Pewter Gray, 


e REGIONAL AVAILABILITY: Northeast, Southeast, Southwest, West, and Central Areas 


“See http://www.gaf.com/Roofing/Residential/Products/Shingles/Timberline/Natural_ Shadow for color availability in your area 


APPLICABLE STANDARDS & PROTOCOLS 


UL 790, Class A 

Miami-Dade County Product Control Approved — 
13-0419.04 (Available in Southeast; contact 
Technical Services at 800.766.3411) 

Florida Building Code Approved FL10124-R12 
UL 997 modified to 110 mph 

ASTM D7158, Class H 

ASTM D3161, Class F 


10/26/2015 


ASTM D3018, Type 1 

ASTM D3462 

ICC ESR-1475, ESR-3267** 

Texas Department of Insurance 

ENERGY STAR® qualified (U.S. only; Arctic 
White only) 


Effective 7/1/08, existing NYC MEA's may be used but are no longer required. 


**Obtained ESR 3267 evaluation from ICC Evaluation Services based on compliance with the requirements of AC438, an acceptance criteria 
established by ICC Evaluation Services to evaluate asphalt shingles that contains performance tests in addition to those required by the building code. 
(ICC Evaluation Services provides technical evaluations of building products that directly address the issue of code compliance. Building inspectors 
use these evaluation reports to help determine code compliance and enforce building regulations.) 


PRODUCT/SYSTEM SPECIFICS+ 


Fiberglass Asphalt Construction 


Dimensions (approx.): 13 1/4” x 39 3/8” (336.5 x 1001.1 mm) 


Exposure: 5 5/8” (142.88 mm) 
Bundles/Square: 3 
Pieces/Square: 64 


Nails/Square: 256 (384 where 6 nails per shingle is required)"* 


StainGuard® Protection: Yes (Location dependent; contact Technical Services at 800.766.3411) 


Hip/Ridge: Timbertex®; Seal-A-Ridge®; Z°Ridge; Ridglass® 


Starter: ProStart™; WeatherBlocker™ 


TRefer to complete published installation instructions. 
Required by some local codes and required for enhanced wind coverage on certain products. 


INSTALLATION 


Detailed installation instructions are provided on the inside of each bundle wrapper of Timberline® Natural Shadow® 
Shingles. Installation instructions may also be obtained at www.gaf.com. 


CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Alexis Baker, AICP, Principal Planner 
Date: June 10, 2021 
Subject: Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00017, submitted by 


Brandon Clements, applicant and property owner, for exterior and site alterations 
at property located at 120 Linden Avenue. The property is further identified as 
Zoning Map 34G17, Block A, Parcel 274*275, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned 
RM, Residential Medium Density zoning district, and HC, Historic Conservation 
Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area 


The subject property is located at 120 Linden Avenue. This property is part of the West End 
Historic District of the Suffolk Historic Conservation Overlay District and is located in the 
Residential Medium Density zoning district. The majority of adjacent buildings to the subject 
property are historic structures built in the late 19th and early to mid 20" centuries. 


According to the National Register of Historic Places and the Virginia Department of Historic 
Resources, the building on the subject property, constructed circa 1895, is a contributing structure 
to the West End Historic District. The residential dwelling is Queen Anne Victorian style 
architecture. The dwelling is comprised of a central gable projection with diamond cut shingle 
cladding and a central rounded arch window. The house has molded wood cornices with dentils 
on the gable and a main block and porch. The building is accessed by an off-center entry with a 
one-light transom. Further detailing includes overhanging eaves with flush soffit, corner boards, 
square-edged surrounds and sills, and an open deck porch with Tuscan columns. 


Case History 


HC2017-00025 — An administrative approval, issued June 30, 2017, to install a new HVAC unit 
on an existing concrete pad, screened from street view by a six (6) foot privacy fence. 
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HC2017-00030 — An administrative approval, issued July 30, 2017, to replace or repair 
approximately 30 existing damaged and/or improperly installed mineral fiber slate roofing tiles 
with matching reclaimed mineral fiber tile of like color. 


HLC2017-012 — An administrative approval to replace rotted wood siding, trim boards, windows 
frames, porch floor board, and porch components. New wood components were painted in existing 
or approved colors. 


Public Notice 


This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth 
in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of 
the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice, containing a copy of the staff report, was also 
provided to the applicant on June 4, 2021. 


Proposed Actions 


The applicant’s request includes the following actions: 


1. Installation of an approximately ten (10)-foot wide concrete driveway, extending 
approximately 25 feet from the existing driveway apron. 


2. Installation of a six (6)-foot tall privacy fence, set back at least 25 feet from the right-of- 
way with Linden Avenue and painted a solid russet color. 


Condition Statement 


A condition statement was not submitted for this request. 


Surrounding Characteristics 


A detailed description of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below. 


116 Linden Ave.- Contributing Craftsman dwelling, circa 1920. The dwelling is marked 
by a heavy roof with overhanging eaves with a flush soffit and inset porch with bungalow 
supports. The supports have brick pier bases with fluted Tuscan posts. The roof is capped 
by a large central dormer with a band of three one-over-one windows. The dwelling 
features an off-center multi-light door with craftsman-style multi-light sidelights. A metal 
awning has been added to the porch. The house has been reclad in vinyl siding. 


117 Linden Ave.- Contributing Queen Anne Victorian, circa 1895. The Queen Anne 
detailing is largely confined to the gabled peaks, which feature fishscale wood shingle 
cladding and dentil-molded cornices. The house features two off-center entries with double 
rowlock segmental lintels. The porch features square brick posts set atop brick piers. 


119 Linden Ave.- Contributing Queen Anne Victorian, circa 1895. The three-bay wide 
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dwelling represents a mix of the Queen Anne and Colonial Revival styles, with an irregular 
form and projecting bays that are typical of the Queen Anne and a full-width porch with 
Tuscan columns that is typical of the Colonial Revival. The gable bays have enclosed 
tympanums with pointed arch windows and finials. The house was reclad in vinyl siding 
and the cornice was encased in aluminum. A scroll-patterned fret was added to the eaves 
of the porch. 


121 Linden Ave.- Contributing Colonial Revival dwelling, circa 1900. The side entry of 
the two-bay wide house features a 16-light transom and 10-light-and-panel sidelights. The 
multi-light windows are Queen Anne in style and the front porch and entry are Colonial 
Revival in style, representing a mix of the two architectural styles. The house was reclad. 


122 Linden Ave. - Contributing Queen Anne Victorian dwelling, circa 1895. The dwelling 
features multiple projecting gable roofs and a one-story wrap-around porch with an off- 
center gabled pediment. The off-center entrance features a one-light transom and multi- 
light door. The porch is enclosed with a turned post balustrade. The two projecting gables 
on the facade feature closed tympanums and gabled peak lights. 


123 Linden Ave.- Contributing Colonial Revival dwelling, circa 1905. The two-bay wide 
foursquare features an off-center entry that is topped by a one-light transom. The full-width 
front porch is detailed with arched openings and Ionic columns, some of which are paired, 
atop paneled piers. Other details include overhanging eaves, corner boards, and a boxed 
cornice. The reclad dwelling has new windows and a gable-roofed hood over the side entry. 
On the rear of the house, there is a one-story wood frame addition with a gable roof. 


117 St. James Ave.- Non-contributing New Dominion dwelling, circa 1975. The three-bay 
wide dwelling features a slightly off-center central entry accessed from the central portico. 
The dwelling is detailed with overhanging eaves, paneled vinyl shutters, and aluminum 
surrounds. The building also features a side elevation entrance. 


119 St. James Ave.- Contributing Queen Anne Victorian dwelling, circa 1900. The 
dwelling features a hipped roof with multiple gable projections. The building features a 
first-story wrap-around porch with fluted Tuscan posts and a square-post balustrade. The 
second story porch, also three bays wide, does not extend completely across the facade as 
does the first story. Ornamentation includes overhanging eaves, square-edged wood 
surrounds and sills, cornice returns, and asymmetrical fenestration patterns. The building 
has been reclad with vinyl siding 


121 St. James Ave.- Contributing Colonial Revival dwelling, circa 1895. The cubic main 
block, facing south, features central gables with central Gothic-revival style arched 
windows on the facade and side elevations. The asymmetrically fenestrated facade is 
marked by a three-bay wide first story porch with central one-bay second story porch. Each 
is supported by a Colonial Revival-style Tuscan post with fluting. A square-post balustrade 
encloses the porches, although the lower one has been replaced. The building is detailed 
with overhanging eaves, a boxed cornice, and aluminum corner boards. The original 25/1 
light windows reveal a Queen-Anne influence. A two-story half-hipped addition extends 
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from the rear elevation. The building has been reclad in Aluminum siding and features a 
clipped roof peak. The first story porch balustrade was replaced. 


Site Modifications 


As noted above, the applicant is requesting a concrete driveway and a six (6) foot privacy fence. 
The concrete driveway will extend from the existing driveway apron, for at least 25 feet. 


The applicant has indicated that the purpose of the six (6) foot privacy fence is to close in their 
partially enclosed yard to allow for an above ground pool. The privacy fence will be a dog-ear 
style fence, painted an opaque color, resembling Olympic’s russet solid stain color. The gated 
entrance, across the driveway, will also be a dog-ear style fence in a russet solid stain color, with 
black steel hardware. 


Applicable Regulations 


A. Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) 
e Section 31-413(g)(7), Approval of Major Action by the HLC 


(viii) Landscaping which involves major changes in grade or walls and fences more 
than three-and-one-half feet in height. 


(x) Any other major actions not specifically covered by the terms of this Section 
but which would have a substantial effect on the character of the historic district. 


B. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines 


1. Chapter 5 - Section D, Off Street Parking and Driveway. Most of the residential buildings 
in the historic district have driveways on the side of the house. Several dwellings that 
have been converted to apartment buildings have rear parking lots. Typically, driveways 
should be located such that they align with the side yard of the property and extend at 
least 20 feet past the front of the house. For properties with large lots and larger 
residences, loop driveways may be acceptable if they follow historic precedents. 


Areas serving as parking areas should, to the maximum extent possible, be located only at 
the sides and rear of the lot. Parking lots are not permitted in front of residential 
buildings. Where parking lots are located in a side yard, screen fencing should be 
installed to visually screen the parking area from adjacent residences and public rights-of- 
way. 


In terms of paving, driveways should have a traditional appearance, based on historic 
paving materials used for residential settings, such as river gravel, rotten rock, exposed 
aggregate concrete, colored concrete, brick, concrete pavers in a brick or cobble style, or 
other traditional paving type. Asphalt paving should be restricted to parking lots only. 
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2. Chapter 5 - Section E.2, Decorative Fences. Decorative fences are usually used where 
fences will be visible from public streets in front and side yards to accent the yard and 
provide some degree of enclosure. Decorative fences can be made of wrought iron and 
wood pickets, with or without brick piers. No fence located in any required yard adjacent 
to a street which creates a solid screen may exceed 30-inches in height. If such fence is 
uniformly 50% or more opened, it may be erected to a maximum height of 48-inches. 
Side yard and rear yard fencing not visible from a public way can be a maximum of six 
(6) feet as allowed by the Unified Development Ordinance. Plastic and vinyl fencing is 
not allowed unless specifically approved by the Historic Landmark Commission. Chain 
link fencing and other wire fencing are prohibited. 


3. Chapter 5 - Section E.4, Tall Screen Fencing. Tall screen fencing is usually for side and 
rear yards where it is not visible from a public way to enclose the yard for security, 
privacy, and/or for restricting pets. These fences can be made of wood, brick, wrought 
iron, or stucco (when stucco is used for the primary dwelling). Tall fences should be 
constructed of wood slats of at least 74” thickness to avoid warping and provide adequate 
durability. Where wood fencing is used, it shall be painted or stained an opaque color. 
Chain link fencing and other wire fencing is prohibited. 


Staff Analysis 


The ten (10) foot wide concrete driveway will be located at the side of the lot, extending from an 
existing apron. The material and location of the driveway complies with the intent of the Design 
Guidelines. Driveways are also present in the neighborhood, directly across from the subject 


property. 


The six (6)-foot tall privacy fence will be set back at least 25 feet from the edge of the right-of- 
way, outside of the RM zoning district’s front yard setback. The fence, with a nominal panel 
thickness of two inches, will be a dog-eared style fence, painted in Olympic’s Russet solid stain 
color, in compliance with Chapter 5 of the Design Guidelines. Staff notes that the intention of the 
privacy fence is to completely enclose the backyard to allow for an above ground pool. Once the 
privacy fence is installed, the above ground pool will not be visible from the public right-of-way. 


Summary and Recommendations 


Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends approval for Certificate of 
Appropriateness, HLC2021-00017, with the conditions noted below. 


1. Install an approximately (ten) 10-foot wide concrete driveway, extending from the 
existing driveway apron. 


2. Install a (six) 6-foot tall dog-ear privacy fence, painted in Olympic’s russet solid wood 
stain or a similar solid color. The gated entrance across the driveway shall be in the 


same style and color as the installed fence and will include black steel gate hardware. 


3. Any additional improvements shall require a separate Certificate of Appropriateness. 
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4. All required building and zoning permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk. 
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Disclaimer. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK MAKES NO WARRANTY, 
REPRESENTATION, OR GUARENTREE OF ANY KIND 
REGARDING EITHER ANY MAPS OR OTHER INFORMATION 
PROVIDED HEREIN OR THE SOURCES OF SUCH MAPS OR 
OTHER INFORMATION. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK SPECIFICALLY 
DISCLAIMS ALL REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES, 
EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING, WITHOUT 
LIMITATION, THE IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF 
MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR 


PURPOSE. 

The City of Suffolk assumes no liability either for any errors, 
ommisions, or inaccuracies in the information provided regardless of 
the cause of such or for any decision madem action taken, or 

action not taken by the user in reliance upon any maps or 
information provided herein. 


Parcel and Zoning information has been developed to provide a 
graphic representation of the Real Estate Property Tax Maps. The 
boundaries of any parcel may have been adjusted to provide a 

more visually pleasing presentation. User should refer to intrument 
of transfer (deed or plat) for legal boundary location and perimeter or 


area measurments. 


Aerial photography captured March 1999. Alimited area of the City 
was reflown in March of 2001. The most up-to-date photography 
available was used to capture planimetric information. 
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View of 121 Linden Ave., Across 
from Subject Property 


*Note: This is an example of a driveway in the neighborhood. The color of the fence and the material for the 
driveway are not acceptable color or materials under the current Design Guidelines. 
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6 ft. H x 8 ft. W Pressure- 
Treated 4 in. Dog-Ear 
Fence Panel 


by Barrette 


Related Videos & 360° View 


Product Images 


Tap and Hold to Zoom 
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5/24/2021 Barrette 6 ft. H x 8 ft. W Pressure-Treated 4 in. Dog-Ear Fence Panel-73000473 - The Home Depot 


Frequently Bought Together 


Price for all three: 
$ 7 5 84 


Add all three to cart 


This item: 6 ft. H x 8 ft. W Pressure-Treated 4 in. 


Dog-Ear Fence Panel 
$57.97 


4 in. x 4 in. x 8 ft. #2 Ground Contact Pressure-Treated 


Southern Yellow Pine Timber 
$14.17 


Quikrete 60 Ib. Concrete Mix 
$3.70 


Product Overview 


Barrette's Pressure-Treated Dog-Ear Fence Panel comes pre- 
assembled for hassle-free installation is durably crafted from 
100% wood. Its dog-ear picket style brings a touch of charm and 
adds privacy to your yard or garden, while 26 total pickets 
provide ample structural support. This unfinished panel can be 
painted or stained to match your outdoor style, or leave it as-is 


for a more natural look. 


(Wl Feedback |} 4) Live Chat 


Info & Guides 


You will need Adobe® Acrobat® Reader to view PDF 
documents. Download a free copy from the Adobe Web 
site. 


https://www.homedepot.com/p/Barrette-6-ft-H-x-8-ft-W-Pressure-Treated-4-in-Dog-Ear-Fence-Panel-73000473/203189103#product-overview 3/9 
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Panel Pattern 


Top Shape 


Features 


Nominal panel width 
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os 
Contact Type Allowed = 
u 
5 
View Product View Product View Product = 
ve 
x 
Vv 
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Specifications ® 
Dimensions 
Actual backer rail length (in.) 96 
Actual backer rail thickness (in.) 1.25 
Actual backer rail width (in.) 3 
Actual panel height (in.) 72 
Actual panel thickness (in.) 2 
Actual panel width (in.) 96 
Nominal backer rail length (in.) 96 
Nominal backer rail thickness (in.) 2 
Nominal backer rail width (in.) 3 
Nominal panel height (ft.) 6 
Nominal panel width (ft.) 8 
Details 
Chemical retention (lb./cu. ft. ) .015 


https://www.homedepot.com/p/Barrette-6-ft-H-x-8-ft-W-Pressure-Treated-4-in-Dog-Ear-Fence-Panel-73000473/203189103#product-overview 5/9 
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Color Family 

Color/Finish 

Contact Type Allowed 
Features 

Fencing Product Type 
Includes 

Material 

Nominal panel thickness (in.) 
Number of pickets for panels 
Number of rails for panels 
Panel Assembly 

Panel Pattern 

Pressure treatment chemical 
Product Weight (Ib.) 
Recommended Fastener 
Structure Type 

Top Shape 


Top Style 


Warranty / Certifications 


Manufacturer Warranty 


Barrette 6 ft. H x 8 ft. W Pressure-Treated 4 in. Dog-Ear Fence Panel-73000473 - The Home Depot 


Brown 


Brown 


Above Ground 


Paintable,Pressure Treated,Stainable 


Wood Fence Panels 
No Additional Items Included 


Wood 


26 


Assembled Panel 
Privacy 

Other 

80 

Nails 

Permanent 

Flat 


Dog-Eared 


15 Year Limited Warranty 


Customers Who Viewed This Also Viewed 


(Wl Feedback |} 4) Live Chat 
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CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Grace Braziel, Planner IT 
Date: June 10, 2021 
Subject: Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00010, submitted by 


Charles D. Parr, applicant, on behalf of James E. McCrary, Suffolk Christian 
Church, property owner, for exterior material alterations to property located at 216 
N. Main St. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block A, 
Parcel 77, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business district, and HC, 
Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the May 13, 2021 Meeting and Overview of New Information 


The Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) at their meeting on May 13, 2021, reviewed 
additional information provided by the applicant. The additional information provided included an 
alternative roofing option in addition to the copper shingles with a slate tile finish and standing 
seam copper metal roof that was previously requested. The applicant continued to request to install 
a copper standing seam metal roof on the flat portion of the religious structure’s entryway roof and 
also proposed the previously requested copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish as the 
first option to replace the existing terra cotta roof on the sloped portion of the roof. As an 
alternative, the applicant proposed a second and third option for the replacement of the terra cotta 
roof on the sloped portion of the entryway. The second option that was proposed was to replace 
the existing entryway roof on the sloped portion with a standing seam copper metal roof. The third 
option that was proposed by the applicant was to replace the roof with a synthetic slate roof in the 
color Midnight Gray. Additionally, the applicant provided a photo of the subject religious structure 
prior to the alterations made to the church as described in the National Register of Historic Places. 


Following the conclusion of the public hearing, the Historic Landmarks Commission, at their 
meeting on May 13, 2021, voted 8-0 to table the Certificate of Appropriateness request to the next 
meeting scheduled for June 10, 2021, to allow the applicant additional time to consider and look 
into the availability of alternative roofing materials. In response, staff received additional 
information from the applicant on May 17, 2021, May 27, 2021, and May 28, 2021. The additional 
information provided includes supplemental information in regards to availability of a roofing 
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material, additional photos of the current condition of the exisitng terra cotta entry way roof, and 
supplemental information providing the Suffolk Christian Church community’s position on the 
Certificate of Appropriatness request. The applicant continues to request to install a copper 
standing seam metal roof on the flat portion of the religious structure’s entryway roof and is still 
proposing the previously requested copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish as the 
first option to replace the existing terra cotta roof on the sloped portion of the entryway. The second 
option is still being proposed to replace the existing entryway roof on the sloped portion with a 
standing seam copper metal roof. The third option is also still being proposed to replace the roof 
with a synthetic slate roof in the color Midnight Gray. As such, staff's analysis outlined below 
remains the same. 


Proposed Actions 


The applicant’s request includes the following actions: 
1. Install a standing seam copper metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof. 


2. Remove the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped portion of the entryway roof and 
replace with either copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish, copper standing 
seam metal roof, or a synthetic slate roof. 


Staff Analysis 


The church has multiple roof materials throughout the whole structure. The entryway roof and the 
northern tower roof has terra cotta tiles, the southern tower has copper roofing, and the main roof 
of the church has a standing seam metal roof. The church has additions that have a slate tile roof, 
a white membrane roof that was previously approved administratively by staff. The three proposed 
alternative roofing materials are either materials that are used on a different roof sections of the 
church or give the same visual appearance as the roof materials used elsewhere. 


As previously stated the Historic District Design Guidelines states that historic roofing materials 
should be preserved and maintained and when replacing a roof, match original materials as closely 
as possible. The proposed copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish, the copper 
standing seam metal roof, and the synthetic slate tile roof in the color Midnight Gray does not 
resemble the existing terra cotta tile roof. Additionally, the photo of the church provided by the 
applicant, dated 1905, shows that the previous entryway roof prior to the alterations made in 1951 
may have had a slate tile roof. Based on the information provided in the National Register of 
Historic Places, staff believes that the terra cotta tile roof has been on the entryway circa 1951, 
which mirrors the existing terra cotta roof on the northern tower of the church, and as such is 
historically significant based on the age of the roof. 


Since the entryway roof was removed circa 1951, staff has determined that the terra cotta roof has 
a historical significance to the current entryway that is highly visible from N. Main Street. 
Additionally, the proposed alternative roofing materials does not resemble the existing terra cotta 
tile roof; as such, after reviewing the Historic District Design Guidelines for roof preservation and 
replacement staff continues to recommend that the existing roof should be repaired or replaced 
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with similar terra cotta tiles and any missing tiles should also be replaced with terra cotta tiles to 
match the original. Consideration may be given to alternative materials that resemble the terra 
cotta in visual appearance. 


Summary and Recommendations 


Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends denial for Certificate of 
Appropriateness, HLC2021-00010. 


Attachments 


Supplemental Information on Availabilty of Roof Material 
Photos of Existing Roof Damage 

Supplemental Information on Church Community 

Staff Report from May 13, 2021 Meeting 

Attachments from May 13, 2021 Meeting 

Staff Report from April 8, 2021 Meeting 

Attachments from April 8, 2021 Meeting 


@ Michael Shafer may 13 a : 
to me, Nathalie v : 
Nathalie/ Ben, 


| just spoke with Ben at Suffolk Roofing Co. and 
he is looking at a church in Suffolk. It has a 
mission barrel terra cotta tile from Italy on it 
and they are needing to replace it. He called 
Ludowici and he got me. Ben is going to send 
you some photos of the existing roof, which has 
several color variations of tiles, but | figured it 
would be best to connect the two of you to 
discuss this project and the cost associated 
with it. 


Ben- | looked online- is this the Suffolk Christian 
Church? 


Ben’s number is 757-935-8713. 


Thank You 

Michael Shafer 

Styro Systems and Claddings 
804- 874-0451 


www.styrosystemscarolinas.com 


@ Nathalie Naslund may 14 es: 


to me v 


Tapered 16’is no longer made. | am sending 
you a Tapered 14”, Cubana, 16” Straight Barrel, 
and the Palm Beach barrel, along with color 
slabs. 


Hide quoted text 


Nathalie Naslund 


STYRO SYSTEMS & CLADDINGS, INC. 


The Building Envelope Specialist since 1982 


Phone: (704) 895-6006 


www.styrosystemscarolinas.com 


From: Benjamin Chaney 
<suffroof@gmail.com> 
Date: Friday, May 14, 2021 at 12:20 


From: charles parr 


To: Grace Braziel 

Cc: imccrary41@hotmail.com; Benjamin Chaney 

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: HLC2021-00010 - Suffolk Christian Church COA 
Date: Thursday, May 27, 2021 3:52:03 PM 


Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the City of Suffolk. Do not click on links or open attachments unless 


you recognize the sender and you know the content is safe. 


At the church on May 16 2021 85 were in attendance 2 were for terra cota tile and rest were for copper or fake slate 
in place of tiles and standing seam on flat section.thanks 


Sent from my iPhone 


CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Grace Braziel, Planner IIT 
Date: May 13, 2021 
Subject: Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00010, submitted by 


Charles D. Parr, applicant, on behalf of James E. McCrary, Suffolk Christian 
Church, property owner, for exterior material alterations to property located at 216 
N. Main St. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block A, 
Parcel 77, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business district, and HC, 
Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the April 8, 2021 Meeting and Overview of New Information 


The Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) at their meeting on April 8, 2021, reviewed the 
applicant’s request to replace the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped portion of the entryway 
roof with copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish. Additionally, the applicant 
proposed to install a copper standing seam metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof 
where there is currently no roofing material. At the time of the meeting, the applicant provided a 
photo of the Suffolk Chrisitan Church, dated 1907, which shows the subject religious structure 
prior to the alterations made to the entryway in 1951. The photo shows that the entryway roof, at 
the time the photo was taken, had what appears to be a slate tile roof. According to the National 
Register of Historic Places, the church had most of the alterations made to it sometime in 1951, 
modifying the entry roof resulting in a Tuscan style terra cotta roof. 


Following the conclusion of the public hearing, the Historic Landmarks Commission, at their 
meeting on April 8, 2021, voted 8-0 to table the Certificate of Appropriateness request to the next 
meeting scheduled for May 13, 2021, to allow the applicant to consider an alternative roofing 
material. In response, staff received additional information from the applicant on April 23, 2021 
and May 4, 2021. The additional information provided includes an alternative roofing option in 
addition to the copper shingles with a slate tile finish and standing seam copper metal roof. The 
applicant continues to request to install a copper standing seam metal roof on the flat portion of 
the religious structure’s entryway roof. The applicant is also proposing the previously requested 
copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish as the first option to replace the existing terra 
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cotta roof. As an alternative, the applicant is proposing a second and third option for the 
replacement of the terra cotta roof on the sloped portion of the entryway roof. The second option 
that is proposed is to replace the existing entryway roof on the sloped portion with a standing seam 
copper metal roof. The third option that is proposed by the applicant it to replace the roof with a 
synthetic slate roof in the color Midnight Gray as shown on the attached Majestic Slate Color 
Palette. Additionally, the applicant has provided a photo of the subject religious structure prior to 
the alterations made to the church as described in the National Register of Historic Places. 


Proposed Actions 


The applicant’s request includes the following actions: 
1. Install a standing seam copper metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof. 


2. Remove the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped portion of the entryway roof and 
replace with either copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish, copper standing 
seam metal roof, or a synthetic slate roof. 


Staff Analysis 


The church has multiple roof materials throughout the whole structure. The entryway roof and the 
northern tower roof has terra cotta tiles, the southern tower has copper roofing, and the main roof 
of the church has a standing seam metal roof. The church has additions that have a slate tile roof, 
a white membrane roof that was previously approved administratively by staff. The three proposed 
alternative roofing materials are either materials that are used on a different roof sections of the 
church or give the same visual appearance as the roof materials used elsewhere. 


As previously stated the Historic District Design Guidelines states that historic roofing materials 
should be preserved and maintained and when replacing a roof, match original materials as closely 
as possible. The proposed copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish, the copper 
standing seam metal roof, and the synthetic slate tile roof in the color Midnight Gray does not 
resemble the existing terra cotta tile roof. Additionally, the photo of the church provided by the 
applicant, dated 1905, shows that the previous entryway roof prior to the alterations made in 1951 
may have had a slate tile roof. Based on the information provided in the National Register of 
Historic Places, staff believes that the terra cotta tile roof has been on the entryway circa 1951, 
which mirrors the existing terra cotta roof on the northern tower of the church, and as such is 
historically significant based on the age of the roof. 


Since the entryway roof was removed circa 1951, staff has determined that the terra cotta roof has 
a historical significance to the current entryway that is highly visible from N. Main Street. 
Additionally, the proposed alternative roofing materials does not resemble the existing terra cotta 
tile roof; as such, after reviewing the Historic District Design Guidelines for roof preservation and 
replacement staff continues to recommend that the existing roof should be repaired or replaced 
with similar terra cotta tiles and any missing tiles should also be replaced with terra cotta tiles to 
match the original. Consideration may be given to alternative materials that resemble the terra 
cotta in visual appearance. 
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Summary and Recommendations 


Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends denial for Certificate of 
Appropriateness, HLC2021-00010. 


Attachments 


Supplemental Narrative 

Specifications of Alternative Materials 
Photo of Existing Roof Damage 

Photo of Church from 1907 

Staff Report from April 8, 2021 Meeting 
Attachments from April 8, 2021 Meeting 


From: Benjamin Chaney 


To: Grace Braziel 

Cc: charles parr; jmccrary41@hotmail.com 

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: HLC2021-00010 - Suffolk Christian Church COA 
Date: Monday, May 03, 2021 9:32:31 PM 


Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the City of Suffolk. Do not click on links or 
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and you know the content is safe. 


Ms. Braziel, 


Per our conversation today. The church would like the first option for the front entrance to be 
the copper slate stamped shingles. The second option to be copper standing seam. And the 
third option to be the Ecostar synthetic slate. 


For the upper flat section the copper standing seam is requested. 

I have attached two pictures to this email. One shows a crack in the tile roof now. The purpose 
of requesting the copper or synthetic slate is to eliminate the possibilty of cracks like this from 
happening in the future. 

The second picture shows the purpose for selecting the copper shingles. The front entrance has 
a unique look now. The copper will have a unique look as well. This will allow the front 
entrance to keep a different look from the slate on the right side of the church. 

We have considerd many options and have spent months on trying to find the best option for 
the front entrance. With everything we looked at we believe we can make the change to a 
more durable roof and still keep the unique look of the front entrance. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 


Thanks, 


Ben Chaney 


HIGH PERFORMANCE FINISH 


Featuring Fluoroceram®, a Premium Kynar 500°/Hylar 5000° 
coating system. 


Fluoroceram coating, a high performance finish, 
contains highly durable ceramic pigments. 


WOODGRAIN FINISH 


High Performance Primer contains corrosion- 
inhibitive pigments providing long-life protection 
to the aluminum shingle 


Special Chemical Bonding treatment for 
permanent finish 


Aluminum Alloy Shingle of the finest quality, 
embossed for beauty and strength 


cosa SULLY COoNVGEN 


. . ae 5 a 


DRIFTWOOD TUDOR REGAL TERRA CLASSIC PLAIN MILL DAWN CHARCOAL BLACK 
CEDAR BROWN BROWN COTTA RED GREEN GRAY GREY 


Custom colors are available upon request. Also available in Real Zinc a 


PRODUCT INFORMATION 


¢ 5000 Series aluminum, min .019 inch thickness +/- .OO1 inch. e Manufactured with 95% recycled material. 
e Finished shingles - 9 1/4 inches high and 18 inches wide with e Shipping Weight: 40 Ib. per square. 
reverse lock bent on four sides and grain pattern stamped into 


: e Each box contains 96 shingles or 100 square feet. 
shingles. 


e S39-LTS 2 wa ~ 
PERMALOCK 


The Aluminum Shingle Company 


Call 877-319-7999 today for a free quote on your roofing project or visit us online at www.permalockroofing.com. 


Copper Snap-Lock Standing 
Seam 


Copper Metal Shingles 


EcdStar 


Sustainable Roofing 


Environmentally friendly synthetic slate roofing tiles proudly made in the USA 


Pioneers of sustainable roofing since 1993 


Majestic Slate 


—S 


Hien: natural slate is one of the most appealing roofing choices, 
combining unmatched durability with aesthetic appeal. The cost 

of natural slate, as well as its weight and difficulty in finding a qualified 

slate installer, often makes its use prohibitive. EcoStar LLC, the leading 
manufacturer of premium synthetic steep-slope roofing products, combines 
classic appeal with modern technology to offer the lightweight and affordable 
alternative — Majestic Slate™. 


Created with recycled rubber and plastics, Majestic Slate offers a sustainable, 
lighter and easy-to-install roofing product that provides the appearance 

of natural slate with lower application costs. Available in two widths and 
designer accents, this slate alternative offers endless possibilities for 
residential and commercial projects. The architectural detail of a project, 
whether historic or new construction, is further enhanced by a wide range of 
available color combinations using the palette of 11 standard color choices and 
array of custom options. 


Curb appeal is everything when it comes to the look of your home, but 
protection from the elements must be a priority. Majestic Slate offers both. 


Majestic Slate Color Palette 


Federal Gray Midnight Gray 


Earth Green Cedar Brown Chestnut Brown 


Driftwood Brown Stone Red Mountain Plum 


© 2019 by EeaStar LLC, ReoStar and Majestic Slate are trademarks of EcoStar LLC See www econtariic com fer available warranties 
2689 MAJESTIC SLATE CUT SHEET 


Advantages 


Weighs ¥s to 2 as much as natural slate 
Easy application keeps installation costs down 


Significant property insurance discounts may 
be available when upgrading or building a roof 
to protect against hail 


Architectural Flexibility 


Designer Series tiles can be blended together to 
add personal style to your home 


Staggered and offset installations accentuate 
roof texture and depth 


Available in 11 standard colors 


Enhance the historical look in both residential 
and commercial buildings 


Strength & Durability 


Provides superior durability and protection 
from extreme weather conditions that include 
wind, hail and driving rain 


Significant life cycle savings 


Warranty Options 


$0-Year Limited Material Warranty available 


50-Year Gold Star Labor & Material Warranty 
available 


90 mph (145 kph) Wind Warranty (standard) 


ay 
Environmental Sustainability LK 7 


Manufactured with post-industrial recycled 
rubber and plastics 


Technical Information 


UL listed Class C fire resistance (UL 790) 

UL Class 4 impact resistance (UL 2218) 

Wind resistance to 110 mph (ASTM D3161) 
Prolonged UV Exposure (ASTM G155) 

UL Evaluation Report to ICC ACO7 (R18920-02) 
Texas Dept. of Insurance Evaluation (RC-135) 
May contribute to LEED® points 


Manufactured in strict adherence to ISO 
9001:2015 Quality Management 


EegStar 


42 Edgewood Drive | Holland, NY 14080 


800.211.7170 | www.ecostarllc.com 


Photo of the Suffolk Christian Church prior to the alterations 
made to the church in 1951. Photo is dated 1907. 


CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Grace Braziel, Planner II 
Date: April 8, 2021 
Subject: Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00010, submitted by 


Charles D. Parr, applicant, on behalf of James E. McCrary, Suffolk Christian 
Church, property owner, for exterior material alterations to property located at 216 
N. Main St. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block A, 
Parcel 77, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business district, and HC, 
Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area 


The subject property is located at 216 N. Main Street. This property is part of the Original Suffolk 
District (1987) of the Suffolk Historic Conservation Overlay District and is located in the CBD, 
Central Business district. The majority of the buildings in this area consist of commercial and 
religious structures constructed in the late 1800’s to early 1900’s. 


According to the National Register of Historic Places, the subject property features a religious 
structure known as the Suffolk Christian Church, constructed circa 1890, and is a contributing 
structure to the Original Suffolk District. There are eight religious buildings in Suffolk’s Historic 
District and the subject religious structure represents one of the four oldest churches located in 
Downtown Suffolk. The Suffolk Christian Church is described to have elements of Romanesque 
and Italianate styles. The church had most of the alterations made to it sometime in 1951 modifying 
the entry roof, constructing the two corner towers to their present day height, and a low hipped 
roof was raised resulting in a gable roof. The Nomination form states that the church has fine brick 
detailing, Tuscan style roof tiles and original terra cotta and sculptured stonework around the 
tripartite portal with devil and human stone faces above the entry. The religious structure is two 
stories with 3 front bays and 5 side bays. The visible roof, in addition to the entry roof, is a hipped 
roof with standing seam metal. The monumental church has stained glass windows on the front of 
the structure above the entryway. Lastly the church has multiple additions with various types of 
roofing material. 
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Case History 


The subject property has received three Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) in the past, the first 
was an administrative approval, HC-2006-07AD, to repair the existing flat portion of one of the 
Church’s additions using a white membrane roof material. The roof is not visible from the public 
right-of-way. The second was an administrative approval, HC2009-21AD, to roof-over the 3-story 
and the 1-story flat roof of the education and office building utilizing the same roofing material. 
The third COA, HC-2009-52, was approved by the Historic Landmarks Commission during their 
December 2009 meeting to allow for the replacement of 78 windows located in the education 
building to be replaced with vinyl windows “like in character”. 


Public Notice 


This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth 
in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of 
the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice, containing a copy of the staff report, was also 
provided to the applicant on April 2, 2021. 


Proposed Actions 


The applicant’s request includes the following actions: 
1. Remove the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped portion of the entryway roof and 
replace with copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish and install a standing 
seam copper metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof. 


Condition Statement 


A contractors statement was submitted for this request and states that the tile roof has passed its 
life expectancy and that the tile roof has many leak problems and is very frail. There are structural 
concerns that there are structural issues under the tile. The statement recommends that the tile roof 
should be replaced which would allow for any damaged wood or issues with the structure to be 
repaired or replaced and then a new more durable roof can be installed. 


Surrounding Characteristics 


A detailed description of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below. 


201 N. Main St. — Non-contributing Modern commercial structure constructed circa 1970. 
The structure features sculptural architecture white brick, marble, and iodized aluminum. 
The roof is not visible from the right-of-way. 


202 N. Main St. — Contributing Gothic Revival religious structure constructed circa 1914. 
The religious structure is known as the Main Street United Methodist Church and features 
brick and dressed stone. The structure is 1 story with Tudar spires, Gothic arches over all 
major windows with Gothic tracery. The roof is a gable roof with parapet and consists of 
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standing seam metal and slate. 


206 N. Main St. — Non-contributing Modern commercial structure constructed circa 1950. 
The structure is 2 stories with a Modern porch, marble clad surrounded with steel letters 
reading “Bell Telephone Building”. The roof is not visible from the right-of-way. 


213 N. Main St. — Contributing Gothic Revival religious structure constructed circa 1892. 
The religious structure is known as the St. Paul’s Episcopal Church and features brick, 
stone, and terra cotta. There is dressed stone Gothic arches, stained glass, and terra cotta 
ornaments. The roof is a gable slate roof. 


220 N. Main St. — Contributing Vernacular residential structure constructed prior to the 
Civil War. The residential structure features a 2 story home with wood with a Vernacular 
porch with Italianate brackets. The roof is a gable roof with asphalt shingles. 


223 N. Main St.- Contributing Vernacular residential structure constructed circa 1820. The 
residential structure is known as the Myrick House and features 2 stories with wood and 
has a Vernacular porch with chamfered supports and square balusters. The roof is a gable 
roof with asphalt shingles. 


227 N. Main St.- Contributing Federal Vernacular residential structure constructed circa 
1795. The residential structure has 2 4 stories with wood and features a Federal style porch 
with a pediment supported by 2 fluted Doric columns and a fanlight over the entry. The 
roof is a gable roof with wood shingles and standing seam metal. 


Site Modifications 


As noted above, the applicant is requesting to remove the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped 
portion of the entryway roof and replace with copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish 
and install a standing seam copper metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof. 


Applicable Regulations 


A. Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) 


Section 31-413(g)(7), Approval of Major Action by the HLC 
(iv) Any change or alteration of the exterior architectural style of a designated 
landmark or contributing property, including removal or rebuilding of porches, 


dormers, cupolas, stairways, terraces and the like. 


(v) Any alteration to exterior building materials or color of materials 


B. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines 
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1. Chapter 5, Residential Building Design Considerations, Section I, Roofs. The roof is one 
of the most important elements of a structure since it serves as its “cover” from the 
elements. As a consequence, roof maintenance is absolutely critical for ensuring the 
preservation of the rest of the structure. 


Section I.1. Roof designs vary considerably within the Historic Conservation 
Overlay District and are one of the key character-defining elements of the style of 
the house. The type of roof covering is also important in defining the character, 
formality, stature, and texture of the house and the street. Consequently, historic 
roofing materials should be preserved and maintained. 


Section I.4. When replacing a roof, match original materials as closely as possible. 
Avoid, for example, replacing a standing seam roof with asphalt shingles, as this 
would dramatically alter the building’s appearance. 


Section I.7. Traditional roofing material such as standing seam metal are preferred 
over asphalt shingles but are not required. 


Section I.8. When the original roofing material has already been replaced with 
asphalt shingles and re-roofing becomes necessary, then, at a minimum, the roof- 
in material shall be upgraded to an architectural-grade shingle. 


Section 1.9. A signed statement, with exhibits, from a licensed general contractor 
stating the condition of the existing roof, ability to be repaired, need for 
replacement, proposed corrective measures, and options to replacement is re-quire 
as supporting documentation for any application for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness. 


C. The Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 


1. The Secretary of the Interior Standards, which are included in Appendix A of the Historic 
Guidelines, encourage the repair and preservation of existing historic materials and 
character defining elements. Where replacement is determined to be necessary, the new 
feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where 
possible, materials. The design of replacement features shall also be substantiated by 
documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. Exterior alterations shall not destroy historic 
materials that characterize a property. 


Staff Analysis 


The applicant is requesting to replace the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped portion of the 
entryway roof with copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish. Additionally, the 
applicant is proposing to install a copper standing seam metal roof on the flat portion of the entry 
way roof where there is currently no roofing material. The copper roofing material will weather 
overtime and change to a green color known as patina. A contractor’s statement has been submitted 
with the request and states that there are missing and broken tiles and that has resulted to the roof 
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leaking. The contractors statement has recommended that the tile roof be replaced. 


The Historic District Design Standards does not address the treatment of contributing religious 
structures; as such, the residential design standards for roofs has been used when reviewing this 
request since the standards are general and provides guidance specifically looking at material. The 
Historic District Design Guidelines states that historic roofing materials should be preserved 
and maintained and when replacing a roof, match original materials as closely as possible. 
The proposed copper shingle roof with a slate tile finish does not resemble the existing terra cotta 
tile roof. Additionally, the existing terra cotta tile used on the roof is still an available material 
that can be utilized for the replacement of the damaged roof. As stated above, the church had 
most of the alterations made to it sometime in 1951 modifying the entry roof and the National 
Register of Historic Places notes that the religious structure features “Tuscan style roof tiles and 
original terra cotta and sculptured stonework around the tripartite portal”. 


It is important to note that the church has different roof materials throughout the whole structure. 
The entryway roof and the northern tower roof has terra cotta tiles, the southern tower has copper 
roofing, and the main roof of the church has a standing seam metal roof. The church has additions 
located behind the primary church. The additions have a slate tile roof, and a majority of the 
additions have a white membrane roof that was previously approved administratively by staff. 


Based on the information provided in the National Register of Historic Places, staff believes 
that the terra cotta tile roof has been on the entryway circa 1951, which mirrors the existing terra 
cotta roof on the northern tower of the church, and as such is historically significant based on the 
age of the roof. Additionally, the religious structures entryway roof is highly visible from the 
N. Main Street and the proposed replacement material would have a highly visible impact to the 
Historic District. As such, after reviewing the Historic District Design Guidelines for roof 
preservation and replacement, staff recommends the existing roof should be repaired or replaced 
with similar terra cotta tiles and any missing tiles should also be replaced with the terra 
cotta tiles to match the original. 


Summary and Recommendations 


Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends denial for Certificate of 
Appropriateness, HLC2021-00010. 


Attachments 


Suffolk 
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Disclaimer. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK MAKES NO WARRANTY, 
REPRESENTATION, OR GUARENTREE OF ANY KIND 
REGARDING EITHER ANY MAPS OR OTHER INFORMATION 
PROVIDED HEREIN OR THE SOURCES OF SUCH MAPS OR 
OTHER INFORMATION. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK SPECIFICALLY 
DISCLAIMS ALL REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES, 
EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING, WITHOUT 
LIMITATION, THE IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF 
MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR 


PURPOSE. 


The City of Suffolk assumes no liability either for any errors, 
ommisions, or inaccuracies in the information provided regardless of 
the cause of such or for any decision madem action taken, or 

action not taken by the user in reliance upon any maps or 
information provided herein. 


Parcel and Zoning information has been developed to provide a 
graphic representation of the Real Estate Property Tax Maps. The 
boundaries of any parcel may have been adjusted to provide a 

more visually pleasing presentation. User should refer to intrument 
of transfer (deed or plat) for legal boundary location and perimeter or 


area measurments. 
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ROOF INSPECTION LETTER 


Inspection Location: 
Suffolk Christian Church 
216 North Main Street 
Suffolk, Virginia 23434 


To Whom It may concern: 


On November 29, 2020, a roof inspection was performed on the front entrance of the church. 
A visual inspection from a ladder along with the assistance of an overhead drone was 
performed. The inspection led to these conclusions. 


The roof has Mission Barrel tile installed on the sloped section and a modified bitumen 
membrane roof on the top side. The tile roof had many broken and missing tiles. It could not 
be determined how long the roof had been leaking from the missing and damaged tiles. From 
the ladder | was able to feel and touch the tile. One test we do is to try to slide down the tile. 
This can tell us if the fasteners are still holding. Several tiles | tried could be slid right out. 
Often the fasteners of the roof tile will deteriorate or even rust out before the tile wears out. 


In conclusion: The tile roof has passed its life expectancy. The tile roof has many leak 
problems and is very frail. There is concern that there are structural issues under the tile. 


Recommendations: The tile roof should be replaced. This will allow for any bad wood or 
issues with the structure to be repaired or replaced. Then a new more durable roof can be 
installed. 


Inspector: Benjamin Chaney, 


Suffolk Roofing Specialists 
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HIGH PERFORMANCE FINISH 


Featuring Fluoroceram®, a Premium Kynar 500°/Hylar 5000° 
coating system. 


Fluoroceram coating, a high performance finish, 
contains highly durable ceramic pigments. 


WOODGRAIN FINISH 


High Performance Primer contains corrosion- 
inhibitive pigments providing long-life protection 
to the aluminum shingle 


Special Chemical Bonding treatment for 
permanent finish 


Aluminum Alloy Shingle of the finest quality, 
embossed for beauty and strength 
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DRIFTWOOD TUDOR REGAL TERRA CLASSIC PLAIN MILL DAWN CHARCOAL BLACK 
CEDAR BROWN BROWN COTTA RED GREEN GRAY GREY 


Custom colors are available upon request. Also available in Real Zinc a 


PRODUCT INFORMATION 


¢ 5000 Series aluminum, min .019 inch thickness +/- .OO1 inch. e Manufactured with 95% recycled material. 
e Finished shingles - 9 1/4 inches high and 18 inches wide with e Shipping Weight: 40 Ib. per square. 
reverse lock bent on four sides and grain pattern stamped into 


: e Each box contains 96 shingles or 100 square feet. 
shingles. 
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PERMALOCK 


The Aluminum Shingle Company 


Call 877-319-7999 today for a free quote on your roofing project or visit us online at www.permalockroofing.com. 


Copper Snap-Lock Standing 
Seam 


Copper Metal Shingles 
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216 N. Main Street - HLC2021-00010 


The photo above is one of the Religious structures towers which has an existing copper 
metal roof. 


216 N. Main St. - HLC2021-00010 


The photo above is a side view of the Suffolk Christian Church. The main roof consists of a standing 
seam metal roof. 


CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Grace Braziel, Planner IT 
Date: June 10, 2021 
Subject: Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00010, submitted by 


Charles D. Parr, applicant, on behalf of James E. McCrary, Suffolk Christian 
Church, property owner, for exterior material alterations to property located at 216 
N. Main St. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block A, 
Parcel 77, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business district, and HC, 
Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the May 13, 2021 Meeting and Overview of New Information 


The Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) at their meeting on May 13, 2021, reviewed 
additional information provided by the applicant. The additional information provided included an 
alternative roofing option in addition to the copper shingles with a slate tile finish and standing 
seam copper metal roof that was previously requested. The applicant continued to request to install 
a copper standing seam metal roof on the flat portion of the religious structure’s entryway roof and 
also proposed the previously requested copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish as the 
first option to replace the existing terra cotta roof on the sloped portion of the roof. As an 
alternative, the applicant proposed a second and third option for the replacement of the terra cotta 
roof on the sloped portion of the entryway. The second option that was proposed was to replace 
the existing entryway roof on the sloped portion with a standing seam copper metal roof. The third 
option that was proposed by the applicant was to replace the roof with a synthetic slate roof in the 
color Midnight Gray. Additionally, the applicant provided a photo of the subject religious structure 
prior to the alterations made to the church as described in the National Register of Historic Places. 


Following the conclusion of the public hearing, the Historic Landmarks Commission, at their 
meeting on May 13, 2021, voted 8-0 to table the Certificate of Appropriateness request to the next 
meeting scheduled for June 10, 2021, to allow the applicant additional time to consider and look 
into the availability of alternative roofing materials. In response, staff received additional 
information from the applicant on May 17, 2021, May 27, 2021, and May 28, 2021. The additional 
information provided includes supplemental information in regards to availability of a roofing 
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material, additional photos of the current condition of the exisitng terra cotta entry way roof, and 
supplemental information providing the Suffolk Christian Church community’s position on the 
Certificate of Appropriatness request. The applicant continues to request to install a copper 
standing seam metal roof on the flat portion of the religious structure’s entryway roof and is still 
proposing the previously requested copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish as the 
first option to replace the existing terra cotta roof on the sloped portion of the entryway. The second 
option is still being proposed to replace the existing entryway roof on the sloped portion with a 
standing seam copper metal roof. The third option is also still being proposed to replace the roof 
with a synthetic slate roof in the color Midnight Gray. As such, staff's analysis outlined below 
remains the same. 


Proposed Actions 


The applicant’s request includes the following actions: 
1. Install a standing seam copper metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof. 


2. Remove the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped portion of the entryway roof and 
replace with either copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish, copper standing 
seam metal roof, or a synthetic slate roof. 


Staff Analysis 


The church has multiple roof materials throughout the whole structure. The entryway roof and the 
northern tower roof has terra cotta tiles, the southern tower has copper roofing, and the main roof 
of the church has a standing seam metal roof. The church has additions that have a slate tile roof, 
a white membrane roof that was previously approved administratively by staff. The three proposed 
alternative roofing materials are either materials that are used on a different roof sections of the 
church or give the same visual appearance as the roof materials used elsewhere. 


As previously stated the Historic District Design Guidelines states that historic roofing materials 
should be preserved and maintained and when replacing a roof, match original materials as closely 
as possible. The proposed copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish, the copper 
standing seam metal roof, and the synthetic slate tile roof in the color Midnight Gray does not 
resemble the existing terra cotta tile roof. Additionally, the photo of the church provided by the 
applicant, dated 1905, shows that the previous entryway roof prior to the alterations made in 1951 
may have had a slate tile roof. Based on the information provided in the National Register of 
Historic Places, staff believes that the terra cotta tile roof has been on the entryway circa 1951, 
which mirrors the existing terra cotta roof on the northern tower of the church, and as such is 
historically significant based on the age of the roof. 


Since the entryway roof was removed circa 1951, staff has determined that the terra cotta roof has 
a historical significance to the current entryway that is highly visible from N. Main Street. 
Additionally, the proposed alternative roofing materials does not resemble the existing terra cotta 
tile roof; as such, after reviewing the Historic District Design Guidelines for roof preservation and 
replacement staff continues to recommend that the existing roof should be repaired or replaced 
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with similar terra cotta tiles and any missing tiles should also be replaced with terra cotta tiles to 
match the original. Consideration may be given to alternative materials that resemble the terra 
cotta in visual appearance. 


Summary and Recommendations 


Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends denial for Certificate of 
Appropriateness, HLC2021-00010. 


Attachments 


Supplemental Information on Availabilty of Roof Material 
Photos of Existing Roof Damage 

Supplemental Information on Church Community 

Staff Report from May 13, 2021 Meeting 

Attachments from May 13, 2021 Meeting 

Staff Report from April 8, 2021 Meeting 

Attachments from April 8, 2021 Meeting 


@ Michael Shafer may 13 a : 
to me, Nathalie v : 
Nathalie/ Ben, 


| just spoke with Ben at Suffolk Roofing Co. and 
he is looking at a church in Suffolk. It has a 
mission barrel terra cotta tile from Italy on it 
and they are needing to replace it. He called 
Ludowici and he got me. Ben is going to send 
you some photos of the existing roof, which has 
several color variations of tiles, but | figured it 
would be best to connect the two of you to 
discuss this project and the cost associated 
with it. 


Ben- | looked online- is this the Suffolk Christian 
Church? 


Ben’s number is 757-935-8713. 


Thank You 

Michael Shafer 

Styro Systems and Claddings 
804- 874-0451 


www.styrosystemscarolinas.com 


@ Nathalie Naslund may 14 es: 


to me v 


Tapered 16’is no longer made. | am sending 
you a Tapered 14”, Cubana, 16” Straight Barrel, 
and the Palm Beach barrel, along with color 
slabs. 


Hide quoted text 


Nathalie Naslund 


STYRO SYSTEMS & CLADDINGS, INC. 


The Building Envelope Specialist since 1982 


Phone: (704) 895-6006 


www.styrosystemscarolinas.com 


From: Benjamin Chaney 
<suffroof@gmail.com> 
Date: Friday, May 14, 2021 at 12:20 


From: charles parr 


To: Grace Braziel 

Cc: imccrary41@hotmail.com; Benjamin Chaney 

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: HLC2021-00010 - Suffolk Christian Church COA 
Date: Thursday, May 27, 2021 3:52:03 PM 


Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the City of Suffolk. Do not click on links or open attachments unless 


you recognize the sender and you know the content is safe. 


At the church on May 16 2021 85 were in attendance 2 were for terra cota tile and rest were for copper or fake slate 
in place of tiles and standing seam on flat section.thanks 


Sent from my iPhone 


CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Grace Braziel, Planner IIT 
Date: May 13, 2021 
Subject: Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00010, submitted by 


Charles D. Parr, applicant, on behalf of James E. McCrary, Suffolk Christian 
Church, property owner, for exterior material alterations to property located at 216 
N. Main St. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block A, 
Parcel 77, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business district, and HC, 
Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the April 8, 2021 Meeting and Overview of New Information 


The Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) at their meeting on April 8, 2021, reviewed the 
applicant’s request to replace the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped portion of the entryway 
roof with copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish. Additionally, the applicant 
proposed to install a copper standing seam metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof 
where there is currently no roofing material. At the time of the meeting, the applicant provided a 
photo of the Suffolk Chrisitan Church, dated 1907, which shows the subject religious structure 
prior to the alterations made to the entryway in 1951. The photo shows that the entryway roof, at 
the time the photo was taken, had what appears to be a slate tile roof. According to the National 
Register of Historic Places, the church had most of the alterations made to it sometime in 1951, 
modifying the entry roof resulting in a Tuscan style terra cotta roof. 


Following the conclusion of the public hearing, the Historic Landmarks Commission, at their 
meeting on April 8, 2021, voted 8-0 to table the Certificate of Appropriateness request to the next 
meeting scheduled for May 13, 2021, to allow the applicant to consider an alternative roofing 
material. In response, staff received additional information from the applicant on April 23, 2021 
and May 4, 2021. The additional information provided includes an alternative roofing option in 
addition to the copper shingles with a slate tile finish and standing seam copper metal roof. The 
applicant continues to request to install a copper standing seam metal roof on the flat portion of 
the religious structure’s entryway roof. The applicant is also proposing the previously requested 
copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish as the first option to replace the existing terra 
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cotta roof. As an alternative, the applicant is proposing a second and third option for the 
replacement of the terra cotta roof on the sloped portion of the entryway roof. The second option 
that is proposed is to replace the existing entryway roof on the sloped portion with a standing seam 
copper metal roof. The third option that is proposed by the applicant it to replace the roof with a 
synthetic slate roof in the color Midnight Gray as shown on the attached Majestic Slate Color 
Palette. Additionally, the applicant has provided a photo of the subject religious structure prior to 
the alterations made to the church as described in the National Register of Historic Places. 


Proposed Actions 


The applicant’s request includes the following actions: 
1. Install a standing seam copper metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof. 


2. Remove the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped portion of the entryway roof and 
replace with either copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish, copper standing 
seam metal roof, or a synthetic slate roof. 


Staff Analysis 


The church has multiple roof materials throughout the whole structure. The entryway roof and the 
northern tower roof has terra cotta tiles, the southern tower has copper roofing, and the main roof 
of the church has a standing seam metal roof. The church has additions that have a slate tile roof, 
a white membrane roof that was previously approved administratively by staff. The three proposed 
alternative roofing materials are either materials that are used on a different roof sections of the 
church or give the same visual appearance as the roof materials used elsewhere. 


As previously stated the Historic District Design Guidelines states that historic roofing materials 
should be preserved and maintained and when replacing a roof, match original materials as closely 
as possible. The proposed copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish, the copper 
standing seam metal roof, and the synthetic slate tile roof in the color Midnight Gray does not 
resemble the existing terra cotta tile roof. Additionally, the photo of the church provided by the 
applicant, dated 1905, shows that the previous entryway roof prior to the alterations made in 1951 
may have had a slate tile roof. Based on the information provided in the National Register of 
Historic Places, staff believes that the terra cotta tile roof has been on the entryway circa 1951, 
which mirrors the existing terra cotta roof on the northern tower of the church, and as such is 
historically significant based on the age of the roof. 


Since the entryway roof was removed circa 1951, staff has determined that the terra cotta roof has 
a historical significance to the current entryway that is highly visible from N. Main Street. 
Additionally, the proposed alternative roofing materials does not resemble the existing terra cotta 
tile roof; as such, after reviewing the Historic District Design Guidelines for roof preservation and 
replacement staff continues to recommend that the existing roof should be repaired or replaced 
with similar terra cotta tiles and any missing tiles should also be replaced with terra cotta tiles to 
match the original. Consideration may be given to alternative materials that resemble the terra 
cotta in visual appearance. 
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Summary and Recommendations 


Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends denial for Certificate of 
Appropriateness, HLC2021-00010. 


Attachments 


Supplemental Narrative 

Specifications of Alternative Materials 
Photo of Existing Roof Damage 

Photo of Church from 1907 

Staff Report from April 8, 2021 Meeting 
Attachments from April 8, 2021 Meeting 


From: Benjamin Chaney 


To: Grace Braziel 

Cc: charles parr; jmccrary41@hotmail.com 

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: HLC2021-00010 - Suffolk Christian Church COA 
Date: Monday, May 03, 2021 9:32:31 PM 


Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the City of Suffolk. Do not click on links or 
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and you know the content is safe. 


Ms. Braziel, 


Per our conversation today. The church would like the first option for the front entrance to be 
the copper slate stamped shingles. The second option to be copper standing seam. And the 
third option to be the Ecostar synthetic slate. 


For the upper flat section the copper standing seam is requested. 

I have attached two pictures to this email. One shows a crack in the tile roof now. The purpose 
of requesting the copper or synthetic slate is to eliminate the possibilty of cracks like this from 
happening in the future. 

The second picture shows the purpose for selecting the copper shingles. The front entrance has 
a unique look now. The copper will have a unique look as well. This will allow the front 
entrance to keep a different look from the slate on the right side of the church. 

We have considerd many options and have spent months on trying to find the best option for 
the front entrance. With everything we looked at we believe we can make the change to a 
more durable roof and still keep the unique look of the front entrance. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 


Thanks, 


Ben Chaney 


HIGH PERFORMANCE FINISH 


Featuring Fluoroceram®, a Premium Kynar 500°/Hylar 5000° 
coating system. 


Fluoroceram coating, a high performance finish, 
contains highly durable ceramic pigments. 


WOODGRAIN FINISH 


High Performance Primer contains corrosion- 
inhibitive pigments providing long-life protection 
to the aluminum shingle 


Special Chemical Bonding treatment for 
permanent finish 


Aluminum Alloy Shingle of the finest quality, 
embossed for beauty and strength 
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DRIFTWOOD TUDOR REGAL TERRA CLASSIC PLAIN MILL DAWN CHARCOAL BLACK 
CEDAR BROWN BROWN COTTA RED GREEN GRAY GREY 


Custom colors are available upon request. Also available in Real Zinc a 


PRODUCT INFORMATION 


¢ 5000 Series aluminum, min .019 inch thickness +/- .OO1 inch. e Manufactured with 95% recycled material. 
e Finished shingles - 9 1/4 inches high and 18 inches wide with e Shipping Weight: 40 Ib. per square. 
reverse lock bent on four sides and grain pattern stamped into 


: e Each box contains 96 shingles or 100 square feet. 
shingles. 
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PERMALOCK 


The Aluminum Shingle Company 


Call 877-319-7999 today for a free quote on your roofing project or visit us online at www.permalockroofing.com. 


Copper Snap-Lock Standing 
Seam 


Copper Metal Shingles 


EcdStar 


Sustainable Roofing 


Environmentally friendly synthetic slate roofing tiles proudly made in the USA 


Pioneers of sustainable roofing since 1993 


Majestic Slate 


—S 


Hien: natural slate is one of the most appealing roofing choices, 
combining unmatched durability with aesthetic appeal. The cost 

of natural slate, as well as its weight and difficulty in finding a qualified 

slate installer, often makes its use prohibitive. EcoStar LLC, the leading 
manufacturer of premium synthetic steep-slope roofing products, combines 
classic appeal with modern technology to offer the lightweight and affordable 
alternative — Majestic Slate™. 


Created with recycled rubber and plastics, Majestic Slate offers a sustainable, 
lighter and easy-to-install roofing product that provides the appearance 

of natural slate with lower application costs. Available in two widths and 
designer accents, this slate alternative offers endless possibilities for 
residential and commercial projects. The architectural detail of a project, 
whether historic or new construction, is further enhanced by a wide range of 
available color combinations using the palette of 11 standard color choices and 
array of custom options. 


Curb appeal is everything when it comes to the look of your home, but 
protection from the elements must be a priority. Majestic Slate offers both. 


Majestic Slate Color Palette 


Federal Gray Midnight Gray 


Earth Green Cedar Brown Chestnut Brown 


Driftwood Brown Stone Red Mountain Plum 


© 2019 by EeaStar LLC, ReoStar and Majestic Slate are trademarks of EcoStar LLC See www econtariic com fer available warranties 
2689 MAJESTIC SLATE CUT SHEET 


Advantages 


Weighs ¥s to 2 as much as natural slate 
Easy application keeps installation costs down 


Significant property insurance discounts may 
be available when upgrading or building a roof 
to protect against hail 


Architectural Flexibility 


Designer Series tiles can be blended together to 
add personal style to your home 


Staggered and offset installations accentuate 
roof texture and depth 


Available in 11 standard colors 


Enhance the historical look in both residential 
and commercial buildings 


Strength & Durability 


Provides superior durability and protection 
from extreme weather conditions that include 
wind, hail and driving rain 


Significant life cycle savings 


Warranty Options 


$0-Year Limited Material Warranty available 


50-Year Gold Star Labor & Material Warranty 
available 


90 mph (145 kph) Wind Warranty (standard) 


ay 
Environmental Sustainability LK 7 


Manufactured with post-industrial recycled 
rubber and plastics 


Technical Information 


UL listed Class C fire resistance (UL 790) 

UL Class 4 impact resistance (UL 2218) 

Wind resistance to 110 mph (ASTM D3161) 
Prolonged UV Exposure (ASTM G155) 

UL Evaluation Report to ICC ACO7 (R18920-02) 
Texas Dept. of Insurance Evaluation (RC-135) 
May contribute to LEED® points 


Manufactured in strict adherence to ISO 
9001:2015 Quality Management 


EegStar 


42 Edgewood Drive | Holland, NY 14080 


800.211.7170 | www.ecostarllc.com 


Photo of the Suffolk Christian Church prior to the alterations 
made to the church in 1951. Photo is dated 1907. 


CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Grace Braziel, Planner II 
Date: April 8, 2021 
Subject: Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00010, submitted by 


Charles D. Parr, applicant, on behalf of James E. McCrary, Suffolk Christian 
Church, property owner, for exterior material alterations to property located at 216 
N. Main St. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block A, 
Parcel 77, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business district, and HC, 
Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area 


The subject property is located at 216 N. Main Street. This property is part of the Original Suffolk 
District (1987) of the Suffolk Historic Conservation Overlay District and is located in the CBD, 
Central Business district. The majority of the buildings in this area consist of commercial and 
religious structures constructed in the late 1800’s to early 1900’s. 


According to the National Register of Historic Places, the subject property features a religious 
structure known as the Suffolk Christian Church, constructed circa 1890, and is a contributing 
structure to the Original Suffolk District. There are eight religious buildings in Suffolk’s Historic 
District and the subject religious structure represents one of the four oldest churches located in 
Downtown Suffolk. The Suffolk Christian Church is described to have elements of Romanesque 
and Italianate styles. The church had most of the alterations made to it sometime in 1951 modifying 
the entry roof, constructing the two corner towers to their present day height, and a low hipped 
roof was raised resulting in a gable roof. The Nomination form states that the church has fine brick 
detailing, Tuscan style roof tiles and original terra cotta and sculptured stonework around the 
tripartite portal with devil and human stone faces above the entry. The religious structure is two 
stories with 3 front bays and 5 side bays. The visible roof, in addition to the entry roof, is a hipped 
roof with standing seam metal. The monumental church has stained glass windows on the front of 
the structure above the entryway. Lastly the church has multiple additions with various types of 
roofing material. 
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Case History 


The subject property has received three Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) in the past, the first 
was an administrative approval, HC-2006-07AD, to repair the existing flat portion of one of the 
Church’s additions using a white membrane roof material. The roof is not visible from the public 
right-of-way. The second was an administrative approval, HC2009-21AD, to roof-over the 3-story 
and the 1-story flat roof of the education and office building utilizing the same roofing material. 
The third COA, HC-2009-52, was approved by the Historic Landmarks Commission during their 
December 2009 meeting to allow for the replacement of 78 windows located in the education 
building to be replaced with vinyl windows “like in character”. 


Public Notice 


This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth 
in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of 
the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice, containing a copy of the staff report, was also 
provided to the applicant on April 2, 2021. 


Proposed Actions 


The applicant’s request includes the following actions: 
1. Remove the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped portion of the entryway roof and 
replace with copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish and install a standing 
seam copper metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof. 


Condition Statement 


A contractors statement was submitted for this request and states that the tile roof has passed its 
life expectancy and that the tile roof has many leak problems and is very frail. There are structural 
concerns that there are structural issues under the tile. The statement recommends that the tile roof 
should be replaced which would allow for any damaged wood or issues with the structure to be 
repaired or replaced and then a new more durable roof can be installed. 


Surrounding Characteristics 


A detailed description of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below. 


201 N. Main St. — Non-contributing Modern commercial structure constructed circa 1970. 
The structure features sculptural architecture white brick, marble, and iodized aluminum. 
The roof is not visible from the right-of-way. 


202 N. Main St. — Contributing Gothic Revival religious structure constructed circa 1914. 
The religious structure is known as the Main Street United Methodist Church and features 
brick and dressed stone. The structure is 1 story with Tudar spires, Gothic arches over all 
major windows with Gothic tracery. The roof is a gable roof with parapet and consists of 
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standing seam metal and slate. 


206 N. Main St. — Non-contributing Modern commercial structure constructed circa 1950. 
The structure is 2 stories with a Modern porch, marble clad surrounded with steel letters 
reading “Bell Telephone Building”. The roof is not visible from the right-of-way. 


213 N. Main St. — Contributing Gothic Revival religious structure constructed circa 1892. 
The religious structure is known as the St. Paul’s Episcopal Church and features brick, 
stone, and terra cotta. There is dressed stone Gothic arches, stained glass, and terra cotta 
ornaments. The roof is a gable slate roof. 


220 N. Main St. — Contributing Vernacular residential structure constructed prior to the 
Civil War. The residential structure features a 2 story home with wood with a Vernacular 
porch with Italianate brackets. The roof is a gable roof with asphalt shingles. 


223 N. Main St.- Contributing Vernacular residential structure constructed circa 1820. The 
residential structure is known as the Myrick House and features 2 stories with wood and 
has a Vernacular porch with chamfered supports and square balusters. The roof is a gable 
roof with asphalt shingles. 


227 N. Main St.- Contributing Federal Vernacular residential structure constructed circa 
1795. The residential structure has 2 4 stories with wood and features a Federal style porch 
with a pediment supported by 2 fluted Doric columns and a fanlight over the entry. The 
roof is a gable roof with wood shingles and standing seam metal. 


Site Modifications 


As noted above, the applicant is requesting to remove the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped 
portion of the entryway roof and replace with copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish 
and install a standing seam copper metal roof on the flat portion of the entry way roof. 


Applicable Regulations 


A. Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) 


Section 31-413(g)(7), Approval of Major Action by the HLC 
(iv) Any change or alteration of the exterior architectural style of a designated 
landmark or contributing property, including removal or rebuilding of porches, 


dormers, cupolas, stairways, terraces and the like. 


(v) Any alteration to exterior building materials or color of materials 


B. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines 
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1. Chapter 5, Residential Building Design Considerations, Section I, Roofs. The roof is one 
of the most important elements of a structure since it serves as its “cover” from the 
elements. As a consequence, roof maintenance is absolutely critical for ensuring the 
preservation of the rest of the structure. 


Section I.1. Roof designs vary considerably within the Historic Conservation 
Overlay District and are one of the key character-defining elements of the style of 
the house. The type of roof covering is also important in defining the character, 
formality, stature, and texture of the house and the street. Consequently, historic 
roofing materials should be preserved and maintained. 


Section I.4. When replacing a roof, match original materials as closely as possible. 
Avoid, for example, replacing a standing seam roof with asphalt shingles, as this 
would dramatically alter the building’s appearance. 


Section I.7. Traditional roofing material such as standing seam metal are preferred 
over asphalt shingles but are not required. 


Section I.8. When the original roofing material has already been replaced with 
asphalt shingles and re-roofing becomes necessary, then, at a minimum, the roof- 
in material shall be upgraded to an architectural-grade shingle. 


Section 1.9. A signed statement, with exhibits, from a licensed general contractor 
stating the condition of the existing roof, ability to be repaired, need for 
replacement, proposed corrective measures, and options to replacement is re-quire 
as supporting documentation for any application for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness. 


C. The Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 


1. The Secretary of the Interior Standards, which are included in Appendix A of the Historic 
Guidelines, encourage the repair and preservation of existing historic materials and 
character defining elements. Where replacement is determined to be necessary, the new 
feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where 
possible, materials. The design of replacement features shall also be substantiated by 
documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. Exterior alterations shall not destroy historic 
materials that characterize a property. 


Staff Analysis 


The applicant is requesting to replace the existing terra cotta tile roof on the sloped portion of the 
entryway roof with copper metal shingles with a slate tile textured finish. Additionally, the 
applicant is proposing to install a copper standing seam metal roof on the flat portion of the entry 
way roof where there is currently no roofing material. The copper roofing material will weather 
overtime and change to a green color known as patina. A contractor’s statement has been submitted 
with the request and states that there are missing and broken tiles and that has resulted to the roof 
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leaking. The contractors statement has recommended that the tile roof be replaced. 


The Historic District Design Standards does not address the treatment of contributing religious 
structures; as such, the residential design standards for roofs has been used when reviewing this 
request since the standards are general and provides guidance specifically looking at material. The 
Historic District Design Guidelines states that historic roofing materials should be preserved 
and maintained and when replacing a roof, match original materials as closely as possible. 
The proposed copper shingle roof with a slate tile finish does not resemble the existing terra cotta 
tile roof. Additionally, the existing terra cotta tile used on the roof is still an available material 
that can be utilized for the replacement of the damaged roof. As stated above, the church had 
most of the alterations made to it sometime in 1951 modifying the entry roof and the National 
Register of Historic Places notes that the religious structure features “Tuscan style roof tiles and 
original terra cotta and sculptured stonework around the tripartite portal”. 


It is important to note that the church has different roof materials throughout the whole structure. 
The entryway roof and the northern tower roof has terra cotta tiles, the southern tower has copper 
roofing, and the main roof of the church has a standing seam metal roof. The church has additions 
located behind the primary church. The additions have a slate tile roof, and a majority of the 
additions have a white membrane roof that was previously approved administratively by staff. 


Based on the information provided in the National Register of Historic Places, staff believes 
that the terra cotta tile roof has been on the entryway circa 1951, which mirrors the existing terra 
cotta roof on the northern tower of the church, and as such is historically significant based on the 
age of the roof. Additionally, the religious structures entryway roof is highly visible from the 
N. Main Street and the proposed replacement material would have a highly visible impact to the 
Historic District. As such, after reviewing the Historic District Design Guidelines for roof 
preservation and replacement, staff recommends the existing roof should be repaired or replaced 
with similar terra cotta tiles and any missing tiles should also be replaced with the terra 
cotta tiles to match the original. 


Summary and Recommendations 


Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends denial for Certificate of 
Appropriateness, HLC2021-00010. 


Attachments 
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Legend 
SuffolkGIS.DBO.Building_Footprints 
Suffolk Historic & Cultural Conservation Overlay 
National Register Historic Districts 
DISTRICT 
ORIGINAL SUFFOLK DISTRICT (1987) 
NORTH MAIN STREET DISTRICT EXTENSION (1998) 
EAST WASHINGTON STREET DISTRICT (2002) 
WEST END DISTRICT (2004) 
WEST END DISTRICT EXPANSION (2004) 
SUFFOLK DISTRICT EXPANSION (2004) 
CEDAR HILL DISTRICT (2006) 


Disclaimer. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK MAKES NO WARRANTY, 
REPRESENTATION, OR GUARENTREE OF ANY KIND 
REGARDING EITHER ANY MAPS OR OTHER INFORMATION 
PROVIDED HEREIN OR THE SOURCES OF SUCH MAPS OR 
OTHER INFORMATION. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK SPECIFICALLY 
DISCLAIMS ALL REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES, 
EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING, WITHOUT 
LIMITATION, THE IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF 
MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR 


PURPOSE. 


The City of Suffolk assumes no liability either for any errors, 
ommisions, or inaccuracies in the information provided regardless of 
the cause of such or for any decision madem action taken, or 

action not taken by the user in reliance upon any maps or 
information provided herein. 


Parcel and Zoning information has been developed to provide a 
graphic representation of the Real Estate Property Tax Maps. The 
boundaries of any parcel may have been adjusted to provide a 

more visually pleasing presentation. User should refer to intrument 
of transfer (deed or plat) for legal boundary location and perimeter or 


area measurments. 
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Aerial photography captured March 1999. Alimited area of the City 


was reflown in March of 2001. The most up-to-date photography 
available was used to capture planimetric information. 
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User Name: Awood 
Date: 03/18/2021 


Suffolk Roofing Specialists 
Suffroof@gmail.com 
757-935-8713 

SCCID 11044488 
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ROOF INSPECTION LETTER 


Inspection Location: 
Suffolk Christian Church 
216 North Main Street 
Suffolk, Virginia 23434 


To Whom It may concern: 


On November 29, 2020, a roof inspection was performed on the front entrance of the church. 
A visual inspection from a ladder along with the assistance of an overhead drone was 
performed. The inspection led to these conclusions. 


The roof has Mission Barrel tile installed on the sloped section and a modified bitumen 
membrane roof on the top side. The tile roof had many broken and missing tiles. It could not 
be determined how long the roof had been leaking from the missing and damaged tiles. From 
the ladder | was able to feel and touch the tile. One test we do is to try to slide down the tile. 
This can tell us if the fasteners are still holding. Several tiles | tried could be slid right out. 
Often the fasteners of the roof tile will deteriorate or even rust out before the tile wears out. 


In conclusion: The tile roof has passed its life expectancy. The tile roof has many leak 
problems and is very frail. There is concern that there are structural issues under the tile. 


Recommendations: The tile roof should be replaced. This will allow for any bad wood or 
issues with the structure to be repaired or replaced. Then a new more durable roof can be 
installed. 


Inspector: Benjamin Chaney, 


Suffolk Roofing Specialists 
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HIGH PERFORMANCE FINISH 


Featuring Fluoroceram®, a Premium Kynar 500°/Hylar 5000° 
coating system. 


Fluoroceram coating, a high performance finish, 
contains highly durable ceramic pigments. 


WOODGRAIN FINISH 


High Performance Primer contains corrosion- 
inhibitive pigments providing long-life protection 
to the aluminum shingle 


Special Chemical Bonding treatment for 
permanent finish 


Aluminum Alloy Shingle of the finest quality, 
embossed for beauty and strength 


cosa SULLY COoNVGEN 
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DRIFTWOOD TUDOR REGAL TERRA CLASSIC PLAIN MILL DAWN CHARCOAL BLACK 
CEDAR BROWN BROWN COTTA RED GREEN GRAY GREY 


Custom colors are available upon request. Also available in Real Zinc a 


PRODUCT INFORMATION 


¢ 5000 Series aluminum, min .019 inch thickness +/- .OO1 inch. e Manufactured with 95% recycled material. 
e Finished shingles - 9 1/4 inches high and 18 inches wide with e Shipping Weight: 40 Ib. per square. 
reverse lock bent on four sides and grain pattern stamped into 


: e Each box contains 96 shingles or 100 square feet. 
shingles. 


e S39-LTS 2 wa ~ 
PERMALOCK 


The Aluminum Shingle Company 


Call 877-319-7999 today for a free quote on your roofing project or visit us online at www.permalockroofing.com. 


Copper Snap-Lock Standing 
Seam 


Copper Metal Shingles 
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216 N. Main Street - HLC2021-00010 


The photo above is one of the Religious structures towers which has an existing copper 
metal roof. 


216 N. Main St. - HLC2021-00010 


The photo above is a side view of the Suffolk Christian Church. The main roof consists of a standing 
seam metal roof. 


HLC PROPERTY MAINTENCE CODE ENFORCEMENT UPDATE 


JUNE 2021 


ADDRESS 


CODE VIOLATION(S) 


STATUS 


342 N MAIN ST 


219 CLAY ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 

e PEELING PAINT 

e DETERIORATED ROOF 

e DETERIORATED PORCH 

e DETERIORATED EXT WALLS 
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 

e PEELING PAINT 

e DETERIORATED ROOF 

e DETERIORATED INTERIOR 

SURFACES 
e DETERIORATED EXT WALLS 


OWNER FINED: $400.00 


PROPERTY SOLD MAY 7, 2021 
DOMINION PROPERTY VENTURES 
LLC. 

NOTICES MAILED — WAITING FOR 
CERTIFIED RECIEPT 


179 E WASHINGTON ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
e DETERIORATED EXT WALLS 
e DETERIORATED) WINDOWS 
AND DOORS 


PROPERTY STILL IN VIOLATION; 
NOTICES MAILED - WAITING FOR 
CERTIFIED RECIEPT 


130 S SARATOGA ST 


POSTED UNFIT PLACARDS 
HURRICAN ISAIAS DAMAGE 
e ROOF DAMAGE 
e EXTERIOR WALL DAMAGE 
e INTERIOR DAMAGE 


CUP IN PROGRESS (MIXED USE) 


239 W WASHINGTON ST 


HURRICAN ISAIAS DAMAGE 
e WINDOWS DAMAGE 


REPAIRS PENDING. OWNER HAS 
REQUESTED EXTENSION TO REPAIR. 
EXTENSION GRANTED THRU END OF 
JUNE 2021 


219 W WASHINGTON ST 


POSTED UNFIT PLACARDS 
HURRICAN ISAIAS DAMAGE 
e ROOF IN DAMAGE 
e EXTERIOR WALL DAMAGE 
e BROKEN WINDOWS 
e INTERIOR DAMAGE 


PROPERTY SALE IS PENDING 


251-253 W WASHINGTON ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
e FLAKING/PEELING PAIN 
e EXTERIOR WALL DAMAGE 


REPAIRS PENDING. OWNER HAS 
REQUESTED EXTENSION TO REPAIR. 
EXTENSION GRANTED THRU END OF 
JUNE 2021 


Zoning 


Case Activity Report 
June 2021 
PROPERTY OWNER(S) LOCATION VIOLATION(S) JUDGEMENT INSPECTOR 
F : NOV sent Melvion 
JANICE L SIGNORE TR 128 Brewer Ave Working without an approved COA 8/31/2020 Knight 
Melvion 
ST. JOSEPHS : f NOV sent ; 
RESERVE,LLC 129 Brewer Ave Working without an approved COA 8/31/2020 Knight 
NOV sent 
BROAD STREETSLLC | 106N Broad St Cars parked on the grass ie eos Ub) a MEIIen 
scheduled Knight 
7/1/2021 
DOMINION PROPERT : : . NOV sent Melvion 
VENTURES LLC 119 Linden Ave Working without an approved COA 10/26/2020 Knight 


